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O. W. KUUSINEN, presiding 

KUUSINEN : I call the session to order. We shall now pro¬ 
ceed to the second point on the agenda—“ The Fascist Offen¬ 
sive and the Tasks of the Communist International in the Fight 
for the Unity of the Working Class Against'Fascism. ” Com¬ 
rade Dimitrov has the floor. 

[As Comrade Dimitrov steps up to the rostrum he is greeted 
by thunderous applause. All delegates rise, cheering en¬ 
thusiastically. Clenched fists are raised in the “ Red Front ” 
salute. Greetings in many languages, shouts of “ Rot 
Front,” “ Hurrah,” “ Banzai.” Voices from various parts 
of the hall: “ Long live Dimitrov! ” 4 ‘ Long live the Com¬ 
munist International! ” “ Hail Dimitrov, the intrepid revo¬ 
lutionary fighter! ” etc. Renewed applause and prolonged... 
cheering. All sing the “ Internationale.”] 
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I. FASCISM AND THE WORKING CLASS. 

Comrades, as early as its Sixth Congress, the Com¬ 
munist International warned the world proletariat that a 
new fascist offensive was impending, and called for a 
struggle against it. The Congress pointed out that “ in 
a more or less developed form, fascist tendencies and the 
germs of a fascist movement are to be found almost 
everywhere.” 

With the outbreak of the present most profound 
economic crisis, the sharp accentuation of the general crisis 
of capitalism and the revolutionisation of the toiling masses, 
fascism has embarked upon a wide offensive. The ruling 
bourgeoisie is more and more seeking salvation in fascism, 
with the object of instituting exceptionally predatory 
measures against the toilers, preparing for an imperialist 
war of plunder, attacking the Soviet Union, enslaving and 
partitioning China, and by all these means preventing 
revolution. 

Imperialist circles are endeavouring to place the whole 
burden of the crisis on the backs of the toilers. That is 
why they need fascism. 

They are trying to solve the problem of markets by 
enslaving the weak nations, by intensifying colonial 
oppression and repartitioning the world anew by means of 
war. That is why they need fascism. 

They are striving to forestall the growth of the forces 
of revolution by smashing the revolutionary movement of 
the workers and peasants and by undertaking a military 
attack against the Soviet Union—the bulwark of the world 
proletariat. That is why they need fascism. 

In a number of countries, Germany in particular, these 
imperialist circles have succeeded, before the masses have 
decisively turned towards revolution, in inflicting defeat on 
the proletariat and establishing a fascist dictatorship. 

But what is characteristic of the victory of fascism is 
the fact that this victory, on the one hand, bears witness 
to the weakness of the proletariat, disorganised and 
paralysed by the disruptive Social-Democratic policy of 
class collaboration with the bourgeoisie, and, on the other, 
expresses the weakness of the bourgeoisie itself, afraid of 













6 THE WORKING CLASS 

the realisation of a united struggle of the working class, 
afraid of revolution, and no longer in a position to main¬ 
tain its dictatorship over the masses by the old methods of 
bourgeois democracy and parliamentarism. 

The victory of fascism in Germany, Comrade Stalin said 
at the Seventeenth Congress of the Communist Party of 
the Soviet Union, 

“ must be regarded not only as a symptom of the weakness of the 
working class and as a result of the betrayal of the working class 
by Social-Democracy, which paved the way for tascism; it must 
also be regarded as a symptom of the weakness ot the bourgeoisie, 
as a symptom of the fact that the bourgeoisie is already unable 
to rule by the old methods of parliamentarism and bourgeois 
democracy, and, as a consequence, is compelled in its home policy 
to resort to terroristic methods of administration—:: must :e taken 
as a symptom of the fact that it is no longer able to find a way 
out of the present situation on the basis of a peaeetul foreign 
policy, as a consequence of which it is compelled to resort to a 
policy of war.” 

The Class Character of Fascism. 

Comrades, as was correctly stated by the Thirteenth 
Plenum of the Executive Committee of the Communist 
International, fascism in power is the open terrorist dic¬ 
tatorship of the most reactionary , most chauvinistic and 
most imperialist elements of finance capital. 

The most reactionary variety of fascism is the German 
type of fascism. It has the effrontery to call itself National- 
Socialism, though having nothing in common with 
Socialism. Hitler fascism is not only bourgeois 
nationalism, it is bestial chauvinism. It is a government 
system of political banditry, a system of provocation and 
torture practised upon the working class and the revolu¬ 
tionary elements of the peasantry, the petty bourgeoisie and 
the intelligentsia. It is medieval barbarity and bestiality 
in its own country, it is unbridled aggression in relation to 
other nations and countries. 

German fascism is acting as the spearhead of inter¬ 
national counter-revolution, as the chief incendiary of im¬ 
perialist war, as the initiator of a crusade against the Soviet 
Union, the great fatherland of the toilers of the whole wo r ld. 

Fascism is not a form of State power “ standing above 
both classes—the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.” as On? 
Bauer, for instance, has asserted. It is not “ the revo:: 
of the lower middle-class which has seized the machinery 
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of the State,” as the British Socialist Brailsford declares. 
No, fascism is not super-class government, nor government 
of the petty bourgeoisie or the lumpenproletariat over 
finance capital. Fascism is the power of finance capital 
itself. It is the organisation of terrorist vengeance against 
the working class and the revolutionary section of the 
peasantry and intelligentsia. In foreign policy, fascism is 
chauvinism in its crudest form, fomenting bestial hatred of 
other nations. 

This, the true character of fascism, must be particularly 
stressed; because in a number of countries fascism, under 
cover of social demagogy, has managed to gain the follow¬ 
ing of the petty-bourgeois masses who have been driven out 
of their course by the crisis, and even of certain sections of 
the most backward strata of the proletariat. These would 
never have supported fascism if they had understood its real 
class character and its true nature. 

The development of fascism, and of the fascist dictator¬ 
ship itself, assumes different forms in different countries, 
according to historical, social and economic conditions and 
to the national peculiarities and the international position of 
the given country. In certain countries, principally those 
in which fascism does not enjoy a broad mass basis and in 
which the struggle of the various groups within the camp 
of the fascist bourgeoisie itself is fairly acute, fascism does 
not immediately venture to abolish parliament, but allows the 
other bourgeois parties, as well as the Social-Democratic 
parties, to retain a certain degree of legality. In other coun¬ 
tries, where the ruling bourgeoisie fears an early outbreak 
of revolution, fascism has established its unrestricted political 
monopoly, either immediately or by intensifying its reign 
of terror against and persecution of all competing parties 
and groups. This does not prevent fascism, when its posi¬ 
tion becomes particularly acute, from endeavouring to ex¬ 
tend its basis and without altering its class nature, combining 
open terrorist dictatorship with a crude sham of 
parliamentarism. 

The accession to power of fascism is not an ordinary 
succession of one bourgeois government by another, but a 
substitution for one State form of class domination of the 
bourgeoisie—bourgeois democracy—of another form—open 
terrorist dictatorship. It would be a serious mistake to 
ignore this distinction, a mistake which would prevent the 
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revolutionary proletariat from mobilising the broadest strata 
of the toilers of town and country for the struggle against 
the menace of the seizure of power by the fascists, and from 
taking advantage of the contradictions which exist in the 
camp of the bourgeoisie itself. But it is a mistake no less 
serious and dangerous to underrate the importance, in estab¬ 
lishing the fascist dictatorship, of the reactionary measures 
of the bourgeoisie which are at present being increasingly 
initiated in bourgeois-democratic countries — measures which 
are designed to destroy the democratic liberties of the toilers, 
to distort and curtail the rights of parliament and to intensify 
the repression of the revolutionary movement. 

Comrades, the accession to power of fascism must not 
be conceived of in so simplified and smooth a form, as 
though some committee or other of finance capital decided 
on a certain date to set up a fascist dictatorship. In reality, 
fascism usually comes to power in the course of a mutual, 
and at times severe, struggle between the old bourgeois 
parties, or a definite section of these parties, in the course of 
a struggle even within the fascist camp itself—a 
struggle which at times leads to armed clashes, as we have 
witnessed in the case of Germany, Austria and other coun¬ 
tries. All this, however, does not detract from the fact that 
before the establishment of a fascist dictatorship, bourgeois 
governments usually pass through a number of preliminary 
stages and institute a number of reactionary measures, which 
directly facilitate the accession to power of fascism. Who¬ 
ever does not fight the reactionary measures of the bourgeoisie 
and the growth of fascism at these preparatory stages, is not 
in a position to prevent the victory of fascism, but , on the 
contrary, facilitates that victory . 

The Social-Democratic leaders glossed over and concealed 
from the masses the true class nature of fascism, and did not 
call them to the struggle against the increasingly reactionary 
measures of the bourgeoisie. They bear great historical 
responsibility for the fact that, at the decisive moment of the 
fascist offensive, a large section of the toiling masses of Ger¬ 
many and a number of other fascist countries failed to recog¬ 
nise in fascism the most bloodthirsty monster of finance, their 
most vicious enemy, and that these masses were not prepared 
to resist it. 

What is the source of the influence enjoyed by fascism 
over the masses? Fascism is able to attract the masses because 
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it makes a demagogic appeal to their moskurgent needs and 
demands. Fascism not only inflames prejudices that are 
deeply ingrained in the masses, but also plays on the better 
sentiments of the masses, on their sense of justice, and some¬ 
times even on their revolutionary traditions, Why do the 
German fascists, those lackeys of the big bourgeoisie and 
mortal enemies of Socialism, represent themselves to the 
masses as “ Socialists,” and depict their accession to power 
as a “ revolution ”? Because they try to exploit the faith 
in revolution, the urge towards Socialism, which live in the 
hearts of the broad masses of the toilers of Germany. 

Fascism acts in the interests of the extreme imperialists, 
but it presents itself to the masses in the guise of champion 
of an ill-treated nation, and appeals to outraged national sen¬ 
timents, as German fascism did, for instance, when it won the 
support of the masses by the slogan “ Against the Versailles 
Treaty ! ’ * 

Fascism aims at the most unbridled exploitation of the 
masses, but it appeals to them with the most artful anti¬ 
capitalist demagogy, taking advantage of the profound hatred 
entertained by the toilers for the piratical bourgeoisie, the 
banks, trusts and the financial magnates, and advancing 
slogans which at the given moment are most alluring to the 
politically immature masses. In Germany—” The general 
welfare is higher than the welfare of the individual ” ; in Italy 
—“ Our State is not a capitalist, but a corporate State ”; in 
Japan—” For Japan, without exploitation in the United 
States—” Share the wealth,” and so forth. 

Fascism delivers up the people to be devoured by the most 
corrupt, most venal elements, but comes before them# with the 
demand for ” an honest and incorruptible government.” 
Speculating on the profound disillusionment of the masses in 
bourgeois-democratic governments, fascism hypocritically de¬ 
nounces corruption (for instance, the Barmat and Sklarek 
affairs in Germany, the Stavisky affair in France, and 
numerous others). 

It is in the interests of the most reactionary circles of the 
bourgeoisie that fascism intercepts the disappointed masses as 
they leave the old bourgeois parties. But it makes an impres¬ 
sion on these masses by the severity of its attacks on bourgeois 
governments and its irreconcilable attitude towards the old 
bourgeois parties. 

Surpassing in its cynicism and hypocrisyall other varieties 
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of bourgeois reaction, fascism adapts its demagogy to the 
national peculiarities of each country, and even to the pecu¬ 
liarities of the various social strata in one and the same coun¬ 
try. And the petty-bourgeois masses, even a section of the 
workers, reduced to despair by want, unemployment and the 
insecurity of their existence, fall victim to the social and 
chauvinist demagogy of fascism. 

Fascism comes to power as a party of attack on the revolu¬ 
tionary movement of the proletariat, on the masses of the 
people who are in a state of unrest; yet it stages its accession 
to power as a “ revolutionary ” movement against the bour¬ 
geoisie on behalf of “ the whole nation and for the salva¬ 
tion ” of the nation. (Let us recall Mussolini’s “ march on 
Rome, Pilsudski’s “ march ” on Warsaw, Hitler’s National- 
Socialist “ revolution ” in Germany, and so forth.) 

But whatever the masks which fascism adopts, whatever 
the forms in which it presents itself, whatever the ways by 
which it comes to power— 

fascism is a most ferocious attack by capital on the toiling 
masses ; 

fascism is unbridled chauvinism and annexationist war; 

fascism is rabid reaction and counter-revolution; 

fascism is the most vicious enemy of the working class and 
of all the toilers ! 

What Does Victorious Fascism Bring for the Masses ? 

Fascism promised the workers “ a fair wage,” but actually 
it has brought them to an even lower, a pauper standard of liv¬ 
ing. It promised work for the unemployed, but actually has 
brought them even more painful torments of starvation, and 
compulsory, servile labour. It actually converts the workers 
and unemployed into pariahs of capitalist society stripped of 
rights, destroys their trade unions; deprives them of the right 
to strike and to have their working class press, forces them 
into fascist organisations, plunders their social insurance 
funds and transforms the mills and factories into barracks 
where the unbridled arbitrary rule of the capitalists prevails. 

Fascism promised the toiling youth a broad highway to a 
brilliant future. But actually it has brought with it wholesale 
dismissals of young workers, labour camps and continuous 
military drilling for a war of conquest. 

Fascism promised the non-manual workers, the petty 
officials and the intellectuals to ensure them security of 
existence, to destroy the omnipotence of the trusts and wipe 
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out profiteering by bank capital. But actually it has brought 
them an even greater degree of hopelessness and uncertainty 
as to the morrow; it is subjecting them to a new bureaucracy 
made up of the most compliant of its followers, it is setting up 
an intolerable dictatorship of the trusts, and fosters corruption 
and degeneration to an unprecedented extent. 

Fascism promised the ruined and impoverished peasants to 
put an end to debt bondage, to abolish rent and even to 
alienate the landed estates without compensation, in the in¬ 
terests of the landless and impoverished peasants. But 
actually it is placing the toiling peasants in a state of unpre¬ 
cedented servitude to the trusts and the fascist state apparatus, 
and promotes the exploitation of the great mass of the 
peasantry by the big agrarians, the banks and the usurers to 
the very utmost limit. 

“ Germany will be a peasant country, or will not be at all,” 
Hitler solemnly declared. And what did the peasants of Ger¬ 
many get under Hitler? A moratorium, which has already 
been cancelled ? Or a law on the inheritance of peasant 
property, which is resulting in millions of sons and daughters 
of peasants being squeezed out of the villages and reduced to 
paupers? Farm labourers have been transformed into semi¬ 
serfs deprived even of the elementary right of free movement. 
Toiling peasants have been deprived of the opportunity of 
selling the produce of their farms in the market. 

And in Poland? 

“ The Polish peasant,” says the Polish newspaper Czas, 
employs methods and means which were used perhaps only in 
the Middle Ages : he nurses the fire in his stove and lends it to his 
neighbour; he splits matches into several parts; he lends dirty 
soap-water to others; he boils herring barrels in order to obtain 
salt water. This is not a fable, but the actual state of affairs in 
the countryside, of the truth of which anybody may convince 
himself.” 

And it is not Communists who write this, comrades, but 
a Polish reactionary newspaper ! 

But this is by no means all. 

Every day, in the concentration camps of fascist Germany, 
in the cellars of the Gestapo (German secret police), 
in the torture chambers of Poland, in the cells of the Bulgarian 
and Finnish secret police, in the “ Glavnyacha ” in Belgrade, 
in the Rumanian “ Siguranza,” and on the Italian islands, 
some of the best sons of the working class, revolutionary 
peasants, fighters for the splendid future of mankind, are 
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being subjected to revolting tortures and indignities, in com¬ 
parison with which the most abominable acts of the Tsarist 
secret police are relatively mild. The villainous German 
fascists beat husbands to a bloody pulp in the presence of their 
wives, and send the ashes of murdered sons by parcel post to 
their mothers. Sterilisation has been made a method of 
political warfare. In the torture chambers, captured anti¬ 
fascists are given injections of poison, their arms are broken, 
their eyes gouged out; they are strung up and have water 
pumped into them; the fascist swastika is carved in their living 
flesh. 

I have before me a statistical summary drawn up by the 
International Red Aid—the international organisation for aid 
to revolutionary fighters—regarding the number of killed, 
wounded, arrested, maimed and tortured to death in Germany, 
Poland, Italy, Austria, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia. In Germany 
alone, since the National-Socialists came to power, over 4,200 
anti-fascist workers, peasants, employees, intellectuals—Com¬ 
munists, Social-Democrats and members of opposition 
Christian organisations—have been murdered, 317,800 
arrested, 218,600 wounded and subjected to excruciating tor¬ 
tures. In Austria, since the battles of February last year, the 
“ Christian ” fascist government has murdered 1,900 revolu¬ 
tionary workers, maimed and wounded 10,000, and arrested 
40 , 000 . And this summary, comrades, is far from complete. 

Words fail me in describing the indignation which seizes 
us at the thought of the torments which the toilers are now 
suffering in a number of fascist countries. The facts and 
figures we quote do not reflect one-hundredth part of the true 
picture of the exploitation and the tortures inflicted by the 
White Terror which make up the daily life of the working 
class in many capitalist countries. Volumes cannot give a 
just picture of the countless brutalities inflicted by fascism on 
the toilers. 

With feelings of profound emotion and hatred for the 
fascist butchers, we lower the banners of the Communist In¬ 
ternational before the unforgettable memory of John Scheer, 
Fiete Schulz and Liittgens in Germany, Koloman 
Wallisch and Miinichreiter in Austria, Sallai and 
Fiirst in Hungary, Kofardzhiev, Lutibrodsky and Voikov 
in Bulgaria—before the memory of thousands and thousands 
of Communists, Social-Democrats and non-party workers, 
peasants and representatives of the progressive intelligentsia 


AGAINST FASCISM 13 

who have laid down their lives in the struggle against fascism. 

From this platform we greet the leader of the German pro¬ 
letariat and the honorary chairman of our Congress—Com¬ 
rade Thalmann. We greet Comrades Rakosi, Cramsci, 
Antikainen and J. Panov. We greet the leader of the 
Spanish Socialists, Caballero, imprisoned by the counter¬ 
revolutionaries; Tom Mooney, who has been languishing 
in prison for eighteen years, and the thousands of 
other prisoners of capitalism and fascism, and we say to 
them : “ Brothers in the fight, brothers in arms, you are not 
forgotten. We are with you. We shall give every hour of 
our lives, every drop of our blood, for your liberation, and for 
the liberation of all toilers, from the shameful regime 
of fascism.” 

Comrades, it was Lenin who warned us that the bourgeoisie 
may succeed in overwhelming the toilers bv savage terror, in 
checking the growing forces of revolution for brief periods of 
time, but that, nevertheless, this would not save it from its 
doom. 

“ Life,” Lenin wrote, “ will assert itself. Let the bourgeoisie 
rave, work itself into a frenzy, overdo things, commit stupidities, 
take vengeance in advance on the Bolsheviks and endeavour to 
kill off fin India, Hungary, Germany, etc.), extra hundreds, 
thousands, and hundreds of thousands of yesterday’s or to¬ 
morrow’s Bolsheviks. Acting thus, the bourgeoisie acts as all 
classes doomed to destruction by history have acted. Communists 
should know that at all events the future belongs to them ; and 
therefore we can, and must, combine the most intense passion in 
the great revolutionary struggle with the coolest and most sober 
estimation of the frenzied convulsions of the bourgeoisie.”* 

Aye, if we and the proletariat of the whole world firmly 
follow the path indicated by Lenin and Stalin, the bourgeoisie 
will perish in spite of everything. 

Is the Victory of Fascism Inevitable ? 

Why was it that fascism could triumph, and how? 

Fascism is the most vicious enemy of the working class 
and the toilers. Fascism is the enemy of nine-tenths of the 
German people, nine-tenths of the Austrian people, nine- 
tenths of the other peoples in fascist countries. How, in what 
way, could this vicious enemy triumph ? 

Fascism was able to come to power primarily because the 
working class, owing to the policy of class collaboration with 

* Lenin, “ Left-Wing ” Communism, an Infantile Disorder, 

pp. 100-01. 
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the bourgeoisie pursued by Social-Democratic leaders, proved 
to be split, politically and organisationally disarmed, in face 
of the onslaught of the bourgeoisie. And the Communist 
Parties, on the other hand, were not strong enough to be able, 
apart from and in the teeth of the Social-Democrats, to rouse 
the masses and to lead them in a decisive struggle against 
fascism. 

And, indeed, let the millions of Social-Democratic workers, 
who, together with their Communist brothers, are now ex¬ 
periencing the horrors of fascist barbarism, seriously reflect 
on this. If in 1918 , when revolution broke out in Germany 
and Austria, the Austrian and German proletariat had not fol¬ 
lowed the Social-Democratic leadership of Otto Bauer, 
Friedrich Adler and Karl Renner in Austria, and Ebert and 
Schiedemann in Germany, but had followed the road of the 
Russian Bolsheviks, the road of Lenin and Stalin, there would 
now be no fascism in Austria or Germany, in Italy or Hun¬ 
gary, in Poland or in the Balkans. Not the bourgeoisie but 
the working class would long ago have been the master of 
the situation in Europe. 

Take, for example, the Austrian Social-Democratic Party. 
The revolution of 1918 raised it to a tremendous height. It 
held power in its hands, it held strong positions in the army 
and in the State apparatus. Relying on these positions, it 
could have nipped fascism in the bud. But it surrendered one 
position of the working class after another without resistance. 
It permitted the bourgeoisie to strengthen its power, annul 
the constitution, purge the State apparatus, army and police 
force of Social-Democratic functionaries, and take the arsenals 
away from the workers. It allowed the fascist bandits to 
murder Social-Democratic workers with impunity and 
accepted the terms of the Hiittenberg pact, which gave the 
fascist elements entry to the factories. At the same time the 
Social-Democratic leaders fooled the workers with the Linz 
programme, in which the alternative w r as provided for the 
possibility of using armed force against the bourgeoisie and 
for the establishment of a proletarian dictatorship, assuring 
them that in the event of the ruling classes using force against 
the working class, the party w r ould reply by a call for a general 
strike and for armed struggle. As though the whole policy 
of preparation for a fascist attack on the working class were 
not one chain of acts of violence against the working class 
masked by constitutional forms. Even on the eve and in the 
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course of the February battles the Austrian Social Democratic 
leaders left the heroically fighting Schutzbund isolated from 
the broad masses and doomed the Austrian proletariat to 
defeat. 

Was the victory of fascism inevitable in Germany ? No, 
the German working class could have prevented it. 

But in order to do so, it should have compelled the estab¬ 
lishment of a united anti-fascist proletarian front, forced the 
Social-Democratic leaders to put a stop to their campaign 
against the Communists and to accept the repeated proposals 
of the Communist Party for united action against fascism. 

When fascism was on the offensive and the bourgeois- 
democratic liberties were being progressively abolished by 
the bourgeoisie, it should not have contented itself with the 
verbal resolutions of the Social-Democrats, but should have 
replied by a genuine mass struggle, which would have made 
the fulfilment of the fascist plans of the German bourgeoisie 
more difficult. 

It should not have allowed the prohibition of the League 
of Red Front Fighters by the government of Braun and 
Severing, and should have established fighting contact 
between the League and the Reichsbanner,* with its nearly 
one million members, and have compelled Braun and Sever¬ 
ing to arm both these organisations in order to resist and 
smash the fascist bands. 

It should have compelled the Social-Democratic leaders 
who headed the Prussian government to adopt measures of 
defence against fascism, arrest the fascist leaders, close down 
their press, confiscate their material resources and the 
resources of the capitalists who were financing the fascist 
movement, dissolve the fascist organisations, deprive them of 
their weapons, and so forth. 

Furthermore, it should have secured the re-establishment 
and extension of all forms of social assistance and the intro¬ 
duction of a moratorium and crisis benefits for the peasants 
—who were being ruined under the influence of crises—by 
taxing the banks and the trusts, in this way securing for itself 
the support of the toiling peasantry. It was the fault of the 
Social-Democrats of Germany that this was not done, and 
that is why fascism was able to triumph. 

Was it inevitable that the bourgeoisie and the nobility 

* Reichsbanner —“ The Flag of the Realm,” a Social-Demo¬ 
cratic semi-military mass organisation. 
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should have triumphed in Spain, a country where the forces 
of proletarian revolt are so advantageously combined with 
a peasant struggle ? 

The Spanish Socialists were in the government from the 
first days of the revolution. Did they establish fighting con¬ 
tact between the working class organisations of every political 
opinion, including the Communists and the Anarchists, and 
did they weld the working class into a united trade union 
organisation ? Did they demand the confiscation of all the 
lands of the landlords, the church and the monasteries, in 
favour of the peasants in order to win over the latter to the 
side of the revolution ? Did they attempt to fight for national 
self-determination for the Catalonians and the Basques, and 
for the liberation of Morocco ? Did they purge the army of 
monarchist and fascist elements and prepare it for passing 
over to the side of the workers and peasants ? Did they dis¬ 
solve the Civil Guard, so detested by the people, the execu¬ 
tioner of every movement of the people? Did they strike 
at the fascist party of Gil Robles and at the might of the 
Catholic church ? No, they did none of these things. They 
rejected the frequent proposals of the Communists for united 
action against the offensive of the bourgeois-landlord reaction 
and fascism; they passed election laws which enabled the re¬ 
actionaries to gain a majority in the Cortes (parliament), laws 
which penalised popular movements, laws under which the 
heroic miners of Asturias are now being tried. They had 
peasants who were fighting for land shot by the Civil Guard, 
and so on. 

This is the way in which the Social-Democrats, by dis¬ 
organising and splitting the ranks of the working class, 
cleared the path to power for fascism in Germany, in Austria, 
in Spain. 

Comrades, fascism also triumphed for the reason that the 
proletariat found itself isolated from its natural allies. Fascism 
triumphed because it was able to win over large masses of 
the peasantry, owing to the fact that the Social-Democrats, 
in the name of the working class, pursued what was in fact 
an anti-peasant policy. The peasant saw in power a number 
of Social-Democratic governments, which in his eyes were an 
embodiment of the power of the working class, but not one 
of them put an end to peasant want, none of them gave land 
to the peasantry. In Germany, the Social-Democrats did not 
touch the landlords; they combated the strikes of the agri- 
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cultural workers, with the result that long before Hitler came 
to power the agricultural workers of Germany were abandon¬ 
ing the reformist trade unions and in the majority of cases 
were going over to the Stahlhelm and to the National- 
Socialists. 

Fascism also triumphed for the reason that it was able to 
penetrate the ranks of the youth, whereas the Social-Demo¬ 
crats diverted the working class youth from the class struggle, 
while the revolutionary proletariat did not develop the neces^ 
sary educational work among the youth and did not devote 
sufficient attention to the struggle for its specific interests and 
demands. Fascism grasped the very acute need of the youth 
for militant activity, and enticed a considerable section of the 
>outh into its fighting detachments. The new generation of 
young men and women have not experienced the horrors of 
war. They have felt the full weight of the economic crisis, 
unemployment, and the disintegration of bourgeois demo¬ 
cracy. But, seeing no prospects for the future, large numbers 
of young people have proved to be particularly receptive to 
fascist demagogy, which depicted for them an alluring future 
should fascism succeed. 

In this connection, we cannot avoid referring also to a 
number of mistakes committed by the Communist Parties, 
mistakes that hampered our struggle against fascism. 

In our ranks there were people who intolerably underrated 
the fascist danger, a tendency which has not everywhere been 
overcome to this day. Of this nature was the opinion formerly 
to be met with in our Parties to the effect that “ Germany 
is not Italy,” meaning that fascism may have succeeded in 
Italy, but that its success in Germany was out of the question, 
because the latter was an industrially and culturally highly 
ae\eloped country, with forty years of traditions of the work¬ 
ing class movement, in which fascism was impossible. Or 
the kind of opinion which is to be met with nowadavs, to the 
effect that in countries of “ classical ” bourgeois democracy 
the sod for fascism does not exist. Such opinions may serve 
and have served to weaken vigilance with regard to the'fascist 
danger and to render the mobilisation of the proletariat in the 
struggle against fascism more difficult. 

One might also cite a number of instances in which Com¬ 
munists were caught unawares by the fascist coup. Remember 
Bulgaria, ? where the leadership of our Party took up a 
neutral, but in fact opportunist, position with regard to the 
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coup d'etat of June 9 , 1923 : Poland, where, in May, 1926 , the 
leadership of the Communist Party, making a wrong estimate 
of the motive forces of the Polish revolution, did not realise 
the fascist nature of Pilsudski’s coup, and trailed in the rear 
of events j Finland, where our Party based itself on a false 
conception of slow and gradual fascization and overlooked 
the fascist coup which was being prepared by the leading 
group of the bourgeoisie and which caught the Party and the 
working class unawares. 

When National-Socialism had already become a menacing 
mass movement in Germany, certain comrades, like Heinz 
Neumann, who regarded the Briining government as already 
a government of fascist dictatorship, boastfully declared : “ If 
Hitler’s ‘ Third Empire ’ ever comes about, it will only be 
one and a half metres underground, and above it will be the 
victorious power of the workers.” 

Our comrades in Germany for a long time failed to reckon 
with the wounded national sentiments and indignation of the 
masses at the Versailles Treaty ; they treated as of little account 
the vacillations of the peasantry and the petty bourgeoisie; 
they were late in drawing up their programme of social and 
national emancipation, and when they did put it forward they 
were unable to adapt it to the concrete demands and the level 
of the masses. They were even unable to popularise it 
widely among the masses. 

In a number of countries the necessary development of a 
mass fight against fascism was replaced by sterile hair split¬ 
ting as to the nature of fascism ‘‘in general ” and by a 
narrow sectarian attitude in presenting and solving the actual 
political problems of the Party. 

Comrades, it is not simply because we want to dig up the 
past that we speak of the causes of the victory of fascism, that 
we point to the historical responsibility of the Social-Demo¬ 
crats for the defeat of the working class, and that we also 
point out our own mistakes in the fight against fascism. \Ve 
are not historians divorced from living reality; we, active 
fighters of the working class, are obliged to answer the ques¬ 
tion that is tormenting millions of workers : Can the victory 
of fascism be prevented, and how? And we reply to these 
millions of workers: Yes, comrades, the road in the way of 
fascism can be blocked. It is quite possible. It depends on 
ourselves—on the workers, the peasants and all the toilers! 

Whether the victory of fascism can be prevented depends 
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m the first place on the militant activity displayed by the 
working class itself, on whether its forces are welded into a 
single militant army combating the offensive of capitalism 
and fascism. Having established its fighting unity, the 
proletariat would paralyse the influence of fascism over the 
peasantry, the petty bourgeoisie of the towns, the youth and 
the intelligentsia, and would be able to neutralise one section 
and win over another section. 

Second, it depends on the existence of a strong revolu¬ 
tionary party, correctly leading the struggle of the toilers 
against fascism. A party which systematically calls on the 
workers to retreat in the face of fascism and permits the 
fascist bourgeoisie to strengthen its positions will inevitably 
lead the workers to defeat. ' 

Third, it depends on whether a correct policy is pursued 
by the working class towards the peasantry and the petty- 
bourgeois masses of the towns. These masses must be taken 
as they are, and not as we should like to have them. It is 
only in the process of the struggle that they will overcome 
their doubts and vacillations. It is only provided we adopt 
a patient attitude towards their inevitable vacillations, it is 
only with the political help of the proletariat, that they will 
and activity 36 t0 * higher leveI of revolutionary consciousness 

Fourth, it depends on whether the revolutionary prole¬ 
tariat exercises vigilance and takes action at the proper time 
It must not allow fascism to catch it unawares, it must not 
surrender the initiative to fascism, it must inflict decisive 

allow f^r‘ he f“ er b6 ^ e il F an S a ‘her its forces, it must not 
allow fascism to consolidate its position, it must repel fascism 
wherever and whenever it manifests itself, it must not allow 
fascism to gam new positions—all of which the French 
proletariat is doing so successfully. 

1 hese are the main conditions for preventing the growth 
of fascism and its accession to power. h 

Fascism—a Ferocious but Unstable Power 

The fascist dictatorship of the bourgeoisie is a ferocious 
power but an unstable one. 

dictatorship 1 ? ^ CaUS6S of the instabili ty of the fascist 

\\ hile fascism has undertaken to overcome the discord 
and antagonisms within the bourgeois camp, it is rendering 
these antagonisms even more acute. Fascism endeavours to 
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establish its political monopoly by violently destroying other 
political parties. But the existence of the capitalist system, 
the existence of various classes and the accentuation of class 
contradictions inevitably tend to undermine and explode the 
political monopoly of fascism. This is not the case in a 
Soviet country, where the dictatorship of the proletariat is 
also realised by a party with a political monopoly, but where 
this political monopoly accords with the interests of millions 
of toilers and is increasingly being based on the construction 
of classless society. In a fascist country the party of the 
fascists cannot preserve its monopoly for long, because it 
cannot set itself the aim of abolishing classes and class contra¬ 
dictions. It puts an end to the legal existence of bourgeois 
parties. But a number of them continue to maintain an 
illegal existence, while the Communist Party even in condi¬ 
tions of illegality continues to make progress, becomes steeled 
and tempered and leads the struggle of the proletariat against 
the fascist dictatorship. Hence, under the blows of class 
contradictions, the political monopoly of fascism is bound to 
explode. 

Another reason for the instability of the fascist dictatorship 
is that the contrasts between the anti-capitalist demagogy of 
fascism and its policy of enriching the monopolist bour¬ 
geoisie in the most piratical fashion makes its easier to expose 
the class nature of fascism and tends to shake and narrow 
its mass basis. 

Furthermore, the success of fascism arouses the profound 
hatred and indignation of the masses, helps to revolutionise 
them and provides a powerful stimulus for a united front of 
the proletariat against fascism. 

By conducting a policy of economic nationalism (aut¬ 
archy) and by seizing the greater portion of the national 
income for the purposes of preparing for war, fascism under¬ 
mines the whole economic life of the country and accentuates 
the economic war between the capitalist states. It lends the 
conflicts that arise among the bourgeoisie the character of 
sharp and at times bloody collisions, which undermine the 
stability of the fascist state power in the eyes of the people. 
A government which murders its own followers, as was the 
case in Germany on June 30 of last year, a fascist govern¬ 
ment against which another section of the fascist bourgeoisie 
is conducting an armed fight (the National-Socialist putsch 
in Austria and the violent attacks of individual fascist groups 
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on the fascist governments in Poland, Bulgaria, Finland and 
other countries)—a government of this character cannot for 
long maintain its authority in the eyes of the broad petty- 
bourgeois masses. 

The working class must be able to take advantage of the 
antagonisms and conflicts within the bourgeois camp, but it 
must not cherish the illusion that fascism will exhaust itself 
of its own accord. Fascism will not collapse automatically. 
It is only the revolutionary activity of the working class 
which can help to take advantage of the conflicts which inevit¬ 
ably arise within the bourgeois camp in order to undermine 
the fascist dictatorship and to overthrow it. 

By destroying the relics of bourgeois democracy, by 
elevating open violence to a system of government, fascism 
shakes democratic illusions and undermines the authority of 
the law in the eyes of the toiling masses. This is particularly 
the case in countries such as, for example, Austria and Spain, 
where the workers have taken up arms against fascism. In 
Austria, the heroic struggle of the Schutzbund and the Com¬ 
munists, in spite of their defeat, from the very outset shook 
the stability of the fascist dictatorship. In Spain, the bour¬ 
geoisie did not succeed in placing the fascist muzzle on the 
toilers. The armed struggles in Austria and Spain have 
resulted in ever wider masses of the working class coming 
to realise the necessity for a revolutionary class struggle. 

Only such monstrous philistines, such lackeys of the bour¬ 
geoisie, as the superannuated theoretician of the Second 
International, Karl Kautsky, are capable of casting re¬ 
proaches at the workers, to the effect that they should not 
have' taken up arms in Austria and Spain. What would the 
working class movement in Austria and Spain look like 
to-day if the working class of these countries had been guided 
by the treacherous counsels of the Kautskys? The working 
class would be experiencing profound demoralisation in its 
ranks. 

“ The school of civil war,” Lenin says, “ does not leave the 
people unaffected. It is a harsh school, and its complete curri¬ 
culum inevitably includes the victories of the counter-revolution, 
the debaucheries of enraged reactionaries, savage punishments 
meted out by the old governments to the rebels, etc. But only 
downright pedants and mentally decrepit mummies can grieve over 
the fact that nations are entering this painful school; this school 
teaches the oppressed classes how to conduct civil war; it teaches 
how to bring about a victorious revolution; it concentrates in the 
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masses of present-day slaves that hatred which is always harboured 
by the downtrodden, dull, ignorant slaves, and which leads those 
slaves who have become conscious of the shame of their slavery 
to the greatest historic exploits.”* 

The success of fascism in Germany has, as we know, been 
followed by a new wave of fascist onslaughts, which, in 
Austria, led to the provocation by Dollfuss, in Spain to the 
new onslaughts of the counter-revolutionaries on the revo¬ 
lutionary conquests of the masses, in Poland to the fascist 
reform of the constitution, while in France it spurred the 
armed detachments of the fascists to attempt a coup d'etat 
in February, 1934 . But this victory, and the frenzy of the 
fascist dictatorship, called forth a counter-movement for 
a united proletarian front against fascism on an international 
scale. The burning of the Reichstag, which served as a 
signal for the general attack of fascism on the working class, 
the seizure and spoliation of the trade unions and the other 
working class organisations, the groans of the tortured anti¬ 
fascists rising from the vaults of the fascist barracks and 
concentration camps, are making it clear to the masses what 
has been the outcome of the reactionary, disruptive role 
played by the German Social-Democratic leaders, who re¬ 
jected the proposal made by the Communists for a joint 
struggle against advancing fascism. They are convincing 
the masses of the necessity of amalgamating all the forces 
of the working class for the overthrow of fascism. 

Hitler’s victory also provided a decisive stimulus to the 
creation of a united front of the working class against 
fascism in France. Hitler’s victory not only aroused in the 
workers the fear of the fate that befell the German workers, 
not only inflamed hatred for the executioners of their Ger¬ 
man class brothers, but also strengthened in them the de¬ 
termination never in any circumstances to allow in their 
country what had happened to the working class in 
Germany. 

The powerful urge towards the united front in all the 
capitalist countries shows that the lessons of defeat have 
not been in vain. The working class is beginning to act in 
a new way. The initiative shown by the Communist Party 
in the organisation of the united front and the supreme 
self-sacrifice displayed by the Communists, by the revolu- 

* Lenin, “ Inflammable Material in World Politics,” Selected 
Works, Vol. IV, p. 298 . 
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tionary workers in the struggle against fascism have re¬ 
sulted in an unprecedented increase in the prestige of the 
Communist International. At the same time, within the 
Second International, a profound crisis has been develop- 
ing, which has manifested itself with particular clarity and 
h ? s _ become particularly accentuated since the bankruptcy 
ot German Social-Democracy. 

The Social-Democratic workers are able to convince 
themselves ever more forcibly that fascist Germany, with 
all its horrors and barbarities, is in the final analysis the 
result of the Social-Democratic policy of class collaboration 
with the bourgeoisie. These masses are coming ever more 
clearly to realise that the path along which the German 
Social-Democratic leaders led the proletariat must not again 
be traversed. Never has there been such ideological dis¬ 
sension in the camp of the Second International as at the 
present time. A process of differentiation is taking place 
in all the Social-Democratic parties. Within their ranks 
two principal camps are forming: side by side with the 
existing camp of reactionary elements, who are trying in 
every way to preserve the bloc between the Social 
Democrats and the bourgeoisie, and who furiously reject 
a united front with the Communists, there is beginning to 
form a camp of revolutionary elements who entertain doubts 
as to the correctness of the policy of class collaboration 
with the bourgeoisie, who are in favour of the creation of 
a united front with the Communists and who are increasingly 
coming to adopt the position of the revolutionary class 
struggle. 

Thus fascism, which appeared as the result of the decline 
of the capitalist system, in the long run acts as a factor 
of its further disintegration. Thus fascism, which has under¬ 
taken to bury Marxism, the revolutionary movement of the 
working class, is, as a result of the dialectics of life and the 
c J ass stru ffgle, itself leading to the further development of 
those forces which are bound to serve as its grave-digo-ers, 
the grave-diggers of capitalism. 
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II. UNITED FRONT OF THE WORKING CLASS 
AGAINST FASCISM. 

Comrades, millions of workers and toilers of the capital¬ 
ist countries, ask the question : How can fascism be pre¬ 
vented from coming into power and how can fascism be 
overthrown after it has been victorious? To this the Com¬ 
munist International replies : The first thing that must be 
done, the thing with which to commence, is to form a united 
front, to establish unity of action of the workers in every 
factory, in every district, in every region, in every country, 
all over the world. Unity of action of the proletariat on 
a national and international scale is the mighty weapon which 
renders the working class capable not only of successful 
defence but also of successful counter-offensive against 
fascism, against the class enemy. 

Importance of the United Front. 

Is it not clear that joint action by the adherentkxpf the 
parties and organisations of the two Internationals, the Com¬ 
munist and the Second International, would facilitate the 
repulse by the masses of the fascist onslaught, and would 
enhance the political importance of the working class? 

Joint action by the parties of both Internationals against 
fascism, however, would not be confined to influencing their 
present adherents, the Communists and Social-Democrats; 
it would also exert a powerful influence on the ranks of the 
Catholic, anarchist and unorganised workers, even on those 
who had temporarily become the victims of fascist 
demagogy. 

Moreover, a powerful united front of the proletariat would 
exert tremendous influence on all other strata of the toiling 
people, on the peasantry, on the urban petty bourgeoisie, 
the intelligentsia. A united front would inspire the waver¬ 
ing groups with faith in the strength of tlie working class. 

But even this is not all. The proletariat of the imperialist 
countries has possible allies not only in the toilers of its 
own countries, but aso in the oppressed nations of the 
colonies and semi-colonies. Inasmuch as the proletariat is 
split both nationally and internationally, inasmuch as one 
of its parts supports the policy of collaboration with the 
bourgeoisie, in particular its system of oppression in the 
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colonies and semi-colonies, this alienates from the working 
class the oppressed peoples of the colonies and semi-colonies 
and weakens the world anti-imperialist front. Every step 
on the road to unity of action, directed towards the support 
of the struggle for the liberation of the colonial peoples on 
the part of the proletariat of the imperialist countries, de¬ 
notes the transformation of the colonies and semi-colonies 
into one of the most important reserves of the world 
proletariat. 

If finally we take into consideration that international 
unity of action by the proletariat relies on the steadily grow¬ 
ing strength of a proletarian State, a land of socialism, the 
Soviet Union, we see what broad perspectives are revealed 
by the realisation of united action on the part of the prole¬ 
tariat on a national and international scale. The establish¬ 
ment of unity of action by all sections of the working class, 
irrespective of their party or organisational affiliation, is 
necessary even before the majority of the working class is 
united in the struggle for the overthrow of capitalism and 
the victory of the proletarian revolution. 

Is it possible to realise this unity of aciton by the prole¬ 
tariat in the individual countries and throughout the whole 
world? Yes, it is. And it is possible at this very moment. 
The Communist International attaches no conditions to unity 
of acticm except one, and that an elementary condition ac¬ 
ceptable for all workers, viz., that the unity of action be 
directed against „ fascism, against the offensive of capital, 
against the threat of war, against the class enemy. This is 
our condition. 

The Chief Arguments of the Opponents of the 
United Front. 

What objections can the opponents of the united front 
have and how do they voice their objections? 

Some say : “To the Communists the slogan of the united 
front is merely a manoeuvre.” But if it is a manoeuvre, we 
reply, why don’t you expose the “ Communist manoeuvre ” 
by your honest participation in a united front? We declare 
frankly: “ We want unity of action by the working class, 
so that the proletariat may grow strong in its struggle against 
the bourgeoisie, in order that while defending to-day its cur¬ 
rent interests against attacking capital, against fascism, the 
proletariat may be in a position to-morrow to create the pre¬ 
liminary conditions for its final emancipation.” 
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i lie Communists attack us,” say others. But listen 
we have repeatedly declared: We shall not attack anyone! 
neither persons nor organisations nor parties, that stand 
or the united front of the working class against the class 
enemy. But at the same time it is our duty, in the interests 
1 the proletariat and its cause, to criticise those persons, 
those organisations, those parties which impede unity of 
action by the workers. J 

• *' C , ann0t f ?T a uniled front ' vith Communists, 
since they have a different programme,” says a third group. 

u you yourselves say that your programme differs from 
the programme of the bourgeois parties, and yet this did 

n ?. t , a J! d does n ? l P^vent you from entering into coalitions 
with these parties. 

“ The bourgeois-democratic parties are better allies 
against fascism than the Communists,” say the opponents 
ot the united front and the advocates of coalition with the 
bourgeoisie But what does Germany’s experience teach ? 
Did not ^ the Social-Democrats form a bloc with those 
better allies? And what were the results? 

“ If we establish a united front with the Communists, 
the petty bourgeoisie will take fright at the ‘ Red danger ’ 
and will desert to the fascists,” we hear it said quite 
frequently. But does the united front represent a threat to 
he peasants, the petty traders, the artisans, the toiling in¬ 
tellectuals? No, the united front is a threat to the bio- 
bourgeoisie, the financial magnates, the Junkers and other 
exploiters, whose regime brings complete ruin to all these 
strata. 

“ Social-Democracy is for democracy, the Communists 
are for dictatorship; therefore we cannot'form a united front 
with the Communists,” say some of the Social-Democratic 
leaders. But are we offering you now a united front for the 
purpose °f proclaiming the dictatorship of the proletariat? 
Y\ e make no such proposal for the time being. 

Let the Communists recognise democracy, let them 
come out in its defence, then we shall be readv for a united 
trout. To this we reply: We are adherents of Soviet 
democracy, the democracy of the toilers, the most consistent 
democracy in the world. But in the capitalist countries we 
defend and shall continue to defend every inch of bourgeois- 
democratic liberties which are being attacked by fascism and 
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bourgeois reaction, because the interests of the class struggle 
of the proletariat so dictate. 

“ But the tiny Communist Parties do not contribute any- 
hmg by participating in the united front brought about by 

cL^° U t r Par b’ u>L f ° r ins,ance the Labour leaders of 
Great Britain. Recall how the Austrian Social-Democratic 

Austr’ian'rn thi " g with reference to the small 

Austrian Communist Party, And what have events shown ? 

OuTr ‘he Austrian Social-Democratic Party headed by 
Otto Bauer and Karl Renner that proved right, but the tiny 

n a niH a , n t, ft C r mUn i St Party which at the right moment sig¬ 
nalled the fascist danger in Austria and called upon the 

mnvem S *? F ° r lhe whoIe experience of the labour 

o ement has shown that the Communists with all their 

the m V r, lnS , lgnlficanCe r 1 v numbers are *e motive power of 
the militant activity of the proletariat. Besides this, it must 
not be forgotten that the Communist Parties of Austria or 
Great Britain are not only the tens of thousands of workers 
who are supporters of the Party, but are parts of the world 
Communist movement, are Sections of the Communist Inter- 
national, the leading party of which is the party of a pro- 
ietariat which has already achieved victory and rules over 
one-sixth part of the globe. 

But the united front did not prevent fascism from being 
victorious in the Saar,” is another objection advanced bv 
the °PP°nents of the united front. Strange is the logic of 
these gentlemen ! First they leave no stone unturned to 
ensure the victory of fascism and then they rejoice with 
malicious glee because the united front which they entered 

the workers 1 ** ^ moment did not lead t0 tbe victory of 

w - T? ?' ere ,0 form a united front with the Communists, 
we should have to withdraw from the coalition, and re¬ 
s'* 11 X ry w- d | n SCISt par - tie f wou,d cnter the government,” 
say the Social-Democratic leaders holding cabinet posts n 

Demnr • Very **“• Was not the German Social- 

Democratic Party in a coalition government? It was. Was 
not the Austrian Social-Democratic Party in office’ It 
was. Were not the Spanish Socialists in the same govern¬ 
ment as the bourgeoisie ? They were, too. Did the partici¬ 
pation of the Social-Democratic Parties in the bourgeois 
coalition governments in these countries prevent fascism from 
attacking the proletariat? It did not. Consequently it is 
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as clear as daylight that participation of Social-Democratic 
ministers in bourgeois governments is not a barrier to 
fascism. 

“ The Communists act like dictators, they want to pre¬ 
scribe and dictate everything to us.” No. We prescribe 
nothing and dictate nothing. We only make proposals 
concerning which we are convinced that if realised thev will 
meet the interests of the toiling people. This is not only 
the right but the duty of all those acting in the name of 
the workers. You are afraid of the “ dictatorship ” of the 
Communists? Let us jointly submit all proposals to the 
workers, both yours and ours, jointly discuss them and 
choose, together with all the workers, those proposals which 
are most useful to the cause of the working class. 

Thus all these arguments against the united front will 
not bear the slightest criticism. They are rather the reserva¬ 
tions of the reactionary leaders of Social-Democracy, who 
prefer their united front with the bourgeoisie to the united 
front of the proletariat. 

No. These reservations will not hold water ! The inter¬ 
national proletariat has known all the bitterness of tribula¬ 
tion caused by the split in the working class, and becomes 
more and more convinced that the united front, that unity 
of action by the proletariat on a national and international 
scale are both necessary and perfectly possible. 

Content and Forms of the United Front. 

What is and ought to be the basic content of the united 
front at the present stage? The defence of the immediate 
economic and political interests of the working class, the 
defence of the working class against fascism, must form 
the starting point and main content of the united front in 
all capitalist countries. 

We must not confine ourselves to bare appeals to struggle 
for the proletarian dictatorship, but must also find and ad¬ 
vance those slogans and forms of struggle which arise out 
of the vital needs of the masses, and are commensurate with 
their fighting capacity at the given stage of development. 

We must point out to the masses what they must do 
to-day to defend themselves against capitalist spoliation and 
fascist barbarity. 

We must strive to establish the widest united front with 
the aid of joint action by workers’ organisations of different 
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trends for the defence of the vital interests of the toiling 
masses. This means: 

First, joint struggle really to shift the burden of the con¬ 
sequences of the crisis on to the shoulders of the ruling 
classes, the shoulders of the capitalists, landlords—in a word 
to the shoulders of the rich. 

Second, joint struggle against all forms of the fascist 
offensive, in defence of the gains and the rights of the toilers, 
against the liquidation of bourgeois-democratic liberties. 

Third, joint struggle against the approaching danger of 
imperialist war, a struggle that will impede the preparations 
for such a war. 

We must indefatigably prepare the working class for a 
rapid change in forms and methods'of struggle when there 
is a change in the situation. As the movement grows and 
the unity of the working class strengthens, we must go fur¬ 
ther, and prepare the transition from the defensive to the 
offensive against capital, steering towards the organisation 
of a mass political strike. It must be an absolute condition 
of such a strike to draw into it the main trade unions of the 
respective countries. 

Communists, of course, cannot and must not for a 
moment abandon their own independent work of Communist 
education, organisation and mobilisation of the masses. 
However, for the purpose of ensuring that the workers find 
the road to unity of action, it is necessary to strive at the 
same time both for short-term and for long-term agreements 
providing for joint action with Social-Democratic Parties, 
reformist trade unions and other organisations of the toilers 
against the class enemies of the proletariat. The chief stress 
in all this must be laid on developing mass action locally, 
to be carried out by the local organisations through local 
agreements. 

While loyally carrying out the conditions of all agree¬ 
ments made with them, we shall mercilessly expose all sabo¬ 
tage of joint action on the part of persons and organisations 
participating in the united front. To any attempt to wreck the 
agreements—and such attempts may possibly be made—we 
shall reply by appealing to the masses while continuing un¬ 
tiringly to struggle for the restoration of the broken unity of 
action. 

It goes without saying that the concrete realisation of 
the united front will take various forms in various countries, 
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depending upon the condition and character of the workers’ 
organisations and their political level, upon the concrete 
situation in the particular country, upon the changes in pro¬ 
gress in the international labour movement, etc. 

These forms may include for instance : co-ordinated joint 
action of the workers to be agreed upon from case to case on 
definite occasions, on individual demands or on the basis of 
a common platform; co-ordinated actions at individual enter¬ 
prises or by whole industries ; co-ordinated actions on a local 
regional, national or international scale; co-ordinated actions 
for the organisation of the economic struggle of the workers, 
carrying out of mass political actions, for the organisation of 
joint self-defence against fascist attacks; co-ordinated action 
in the rendering of aid to political prisoners and their 
families, in the field of struggle against social reaction; joint 
actions in the defence of the interests of the youth and 
women, in the field of co-operative work, cultural activity, 
sports, etc. 

It would be insufficient to content ourselves with the con¬ 
clusion of a pact providing for joint action and the forma¬ 
tion of contact committees consisting of the parties and 
organisations participating in the united front, like those 
we have in France, for instance. That is only the first 
step. The pact is an auxiliary means for realising joint ac¬ 
tion, but by itself it does not constitute a united front. 
A contact commission between the leaders of the Communist 
ancl Socialist parties is necessary to facilitate the carrying 
out of joint action, but by itself it is far from adequate for 
a real development of the united front, for drawing the 
broadest masses into the struggle against fascism. 

The Communists and all revolutionary workers must 
strive for the formation of elective (and in the countries 
of fascist dictatorship—selected from the most authoritative 
participants in the united front movement) non-Party class 
bodies of the united front at the factories, among the un¬ 
employed, in the working class districts, among the small 
townsmen and in the villages. Only such bodies will be 
able to embrace in the united front movement the vast masses 
of unorganised toilers also, will be able to assist in develop¬ 
ing the initiative of the masses in the struggle against the 
offensive of capital, against fascism and reaction, and on this 
basis to create the necessary broad active rank and file of 
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the united front, the training of hundreds and thousands of 
non-Party Bolsheviks in the capitalist countries. 

Joint action of the organised workers is the beginning, 
the foundation. But we must not lose sight of the fact that 
the unorganised masses constitute the vast' majority of 
workers. Thus, in France the number of organised workers 
—Communists, Socialists, trade union members of various 
trends—is altogether about one million, while the total num¬ 
ber of workers is eleven million. In Great Britain there are 
approximately five million members of trade unions and 
parties of various trends. At the same time the total number 
of workers is fourteen million. In the United States of 
America about five million workers are organised, while 
altogether there are thirty-eight million workers in that coun¬ 
try. About the same ratio holds good for a number of other 
countries. In “ normal ” times this mass in the main does 
not participate in political life. But now this gigantic mass 
is getting into motion more and more, is being brought into 
political life, comes out in the political arena. 

The creation of non-Party class bodies is the best form 
for carrying out, extending and strengthening the united 
front among the rank and file of the broadest masses. These 
bodies will likewise be the best bulwark against every at¬ 
tempt of the opponents of the united front to disrupt the 
established unity of action of the working class. 

The Anti-Fascist People’s Front. 

In the mobilisation of the toiling masses for the struggle 
against fascism, the formation of a broad people’s anti-fascist 
front on the basis of the proletarian united front is a particu¬ 
larly important task. The success of the entire struggle of 
the proletariat is closely connected with the establishment 
of a fighting alliance between the proletariat on the one hand 
and, on the other hand, the toiling peasantry and the mass 
of the urban petty bourgeoisie which constitute a majority 
in the population of even industrially developed countries. 

In its agitation, fascism, desirous of winning these masses 
to its own side, tries to set the toiling masses of the cities 
and the countryside against the revolutionary proletariat, 
intimidating the petty bourgeoisie with the bugaboo of the 
“ Red danger.” We must turn the spearpoint in the oppo¬ 
site direction and show the toiling peasants, artisans and toil¬ 
ing intellectuals whence the real danger threatens. We must 
show them concretely who piles the burden of taxes and im- 
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posts on to the peasant, squeezes usurious interest out ot 
him, and who, while owning the best lands and enjoying 
every form of wealth, drives the peasant and his family from 
his plot of land and dooms him to unemployment and 
poverty. We must explain concretely, explain patiently and 
persistently, who ruins the artisans, the handicraftsmen, 
with taxes, imposts, high rents and competition impossible 
for them to withstand, who throws into the street and de¬ 
prives of employment the broad masses of the working in¬ 
telligentsia. 

But this is not enough. 

The fundamental, the most decisive point in establishing 
the anti-fascist people’s front is the resolute action of the 
revolutionary proletariat in defence of the demands of these 
strata, particularly of the toiling peasantry, demands in line 
with the basic interests of the proletariat, combining in the 
process of struggle the demands of the working class with 
these demands. 

In forming the anti-fascist people’s front, a correct ap¬ 
proach to those organisations and parties to which a con¬ 
siderable number of the toiling peasantry and the mass ot 
the urban petty bourgeoisie belong is of great importance. 

In the capitalist countries the majority of these parties 
and organisations, political as well as economic, are still 
under the influence of the bourgeoisie and follow it. lhe 
social composition of these parties and organisations is 
heterogeneous. They include big kulaks (rich peasants) side 
by side with landless peasants, big business men alongside 
of petty shopkeepers, but control is in the hands of the 
former, the agents of big capital. This makes it our duty 
to approach these organisations in different way's, taking 
into consideration that not infrequently the bulk of the mem¬ 
bership does not know anything about the real political 
character of its leadership. Under certain conditions, we 
can and must bend our efforts to the task of drawing these 
parties and organisations or certain sections of them to the 
side of the anti-fascist people’s front, despite their bourgeois 
leadership. Such, for instance, is to-day the situation in 
France with the Radical Party, in the United States with 
various farmers’ organisations, in Poland with the Stron- 
nictwo Ludowe,” in Yugoslavia with the Croatian I easants 
Partv, in Bulgaria with the Agrarian League, in Greece 
with the Agrarians, etc. But irrespective of whether there 
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is any chance of attracting these parties and organisations 
to the side of the people’s front, our tactics must under all 
circumstances be directed towards drawing the small 
peasants, artisans, handicraftsmen, etc., among their mem¬ 
bers into the anti-fascist people’s froht. 

You see consequently that in this field we must put an 
end all along the line to what frequently occurs in our 
practical work—the ignoring of or contemptuous attitude 
towards the various organisations and parties of the peasants, 
artisans and urban petty-bourgeois masses. 

Cardinal Questions of the United Front in Individual 
Countries. 

There are in every country certain cardinal questions 
which at the present stage are agitating vast masses of the 
population and around which the struggle for the estab¬ 
lishment of the united front must be developed. If these 
cardinal points, cardinal questions, are properly grasped, 
it will ensure and accelerate the establishment of the united 
front. 

(a) The United States of America. 

Let us take, for example, so important a country in the 
capitalist world as the United Stales of America. There 
millions of people have been brought into motion b^ the 
crisis. The programme for the recovery of capitalism has 
collapsed. Vast masses are beginning to abandon the bour¬ 
geois parties, and are at present at the crossroads. 

Incipient American fascism is endeavouring to direct the 
disillusionment and discontent of these masses into re¬ 
actionary fascist channels. It is a peculiarity of the develop¬ 
ment of American fascism that at the present stage it appears 
principally in the guise of an opposition to fascism, which 
it accuses of being an “ un-American ” tendency imported 
from abroad. In contradistinction to German fascism, 
which acts under anti-constitutional slogans, American 
fascism tries to portray itself as the custodian of the constitu¬ 
tion and “ American democracy.” It does not yet repre¬ 
sent a directly menacing force. But if it succeeds in pene¬ 
trating to the broad masses who have become disillusioned 
with 'the old bourgeois parties, it may become a serious 
menace in the very near future. 

And what would the success of fascism in the United 
States entail? For the toiling masses it would, of course, 
entail the unrestrained strengthening of the regime of ex- 
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ploitation and the destruction of the working class movement. 
And what would be the international significance of this 
success of fascism? As we know, the United States is not 
Hungary, or Finland, or Bulgaria, or Latvia. Ihe success 
of fascism in the United States would change the whole 
international situation quite materially. 

Under these circumstances, can the American proletariat 
content itself with the organisation of only its class conscious 
vanguard, which is prepared to follow the revolutionary 
path? No. 

It is perfectly obvious that the interests of the American 
proletariat demand that all its forces dissociate themselves 
from the capitalist parties without delay. It must at the 
proper time find ways and suitable forms of preventing 
fascism from winning over the broad discontented masses 
of the toilers. And here it must be said that under American 
conditions the creation of a mass party of toilers a 
• f Workers’ and Farmers’ Party,” might serve as such a 
suitable form. Such a party would be a specific form of 
the mass people’s front in America that should be set up in 
opposition to the parties of the trusts and the banks, and 
likewise to growing fascism. Such a party, of course, will 
be neither Socialist nor Communist. But it will have to he 
an anti-fascist party and not an anti-Communist party. Ihe 
programme of this party must be directed against the banks, 
trusts and monopolies, against the principal enemies of the 
people who are gambling on its misfortunes. Such a party 
will be equal to its task only if it defends the urgent demands 
of the working class, only if it fights for genuine social legis¬ 
lation, for unemployment insurance; only if it fights tor 
land for the white and black share-croppers and for their 
liberation from the burden of debt; only if it works for the 
cancellation of the farmers’ indebtedness; only if it fights 
for the equal status of the Negroes; only if it fights for the 
demands of the war veterans, and for the interests of the 
members of the liberal professions, the small business men, 
the artisans. And so on. 

It goes without saying that such a party will fight for 
the election of its own candidates to local offices, to the state 
legislatures, to the House of Representatives and the Senate. 

Our comrades in the United States acted rightly in taking 
the initiative for the creation of such a party. But they still 
have to take effective measures in order to make the creation 
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of such a party the cause of the masses themselves. The 
question of forming a “ Workers’ and Farmers’ Party,” and 
its programme, should be discussed at mass meetings of 
the people. We should develop the most widespread move¬ 
ment for the creation of such a party, and take the lead in it. 
In no case must the initiative of organising the party be 
allowed to pass to elements desirous of utilising the discon¬ 
tent of the masses which have become disillusioned in both 
the bourgeois parties, Democratic and Republican, in order 
to create a “ third party ” in the United States, as an anti- 
Communist party, a party directed against the revolutionary 
movement. 


(b) Great Britain. 

In Great Britain, as a result of the mass action of the 
British workers, Mosley’s fascist organisation has for the 
time being been pushed into the background. But we must 
not close our eyes to the fact that the so-called “ National 
Government ” is passing a number of reactionary measures 
directed against the working class, as a result of which 
conditions are being created in Great Britain, too, which 
will make it easy for the bourgeoisie, if necessary, to pro¬ 
ceed to a fascist regime. At the present stage, fighting the 
fascist danger in Great Britain means primarily fighting 
the “ National Government ” and its reactionary measures, 
fighting the offensive of capital, fighting for the demands 
of the unemployed, fighting against wage reductions and 
for the repeal of all those laws with the help of which the 
British bourgeoisie is lowering the standard of living of the 
masses. 

But the growing hatred of the working class for the 
“ National Government ” is uniting increasingly large num¬ 
bers under the slogan of the formation of a new Labour 
Government in Great Britain. Can the Communists ignore 
this frame of mind of the masses, who still retain faith in 
a Labour Government? No, comrades. We must find a 
way of approaching these masses. We tell them openly, 
as did the Thirteenth Congress of the British Communist 
Partv, that we Communists are in favour of a Soviet 
government, as the only form of government capable of 
emancipating the workers from the yoke of capital. But you 
want a Labour Government? Very well. We have been 
and are fighting hand in hand with you for the defeat of the 
“ National Government.” We are prepared to support your 
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fiolit for the formation of a new Labour Government, in 
spite of the fact that both the previous Labour Governments 
did not fulfil the promises made to the working class by the 
Labour Party. We do not expect this government to carry 
out Socialist measures. But we shall present it with the 
demand, in the name of the working class millions, that it 
defend the most essential economic and political interests 
of the working class and of all toilers. Let us jointly discuss 
a common programme of such demands, and let us achieve 
that unity of action which the proletariat requires in order 
to repel the reactionary offensive of the “ National Govern¬ 
ment,” the attack of capital and fascism, and the prepara¬ 
tions for a new war. On this basis, the British comrades are 
prepared at the forthcoming parliamentary elections to co¬ 
operate with branches of the Labour Party against the 
“ National Government,” and also against Lloyd George, 
who is endeavouring in his own way to lure the masses into 
following him against the cause of the working class and 
in the interests of the British bourgeoisie. 

This position of the British Communists is a correct one. 
It will help them to set up a militant united front with the 
millions of members of the British trade unions and the 
British Labour Party. 

While always remaining in the front ranks of the fighting 
proletariat, and pointing out to the masses the only right 
path—the path of the struggle for the revolutionary over¬ 
throw of the rule of the bourgeoisie and the establishment ot 
a Soviet government—the Communists, in defining their 
immediate political aims, must not attempt to leap over those 
necessary stages of the mass movement in the course ot 
which the working class masses by their own experience 
outlive their illusions and pass over to the side ot 
Communism. 

(c) France. 

France, as we know, is a country in which the working 
class is setting an example to the whole world proletariat of 
how to fight fascism. The French Communist Party is 
setting an example to all the sections of the Comintern of 
how the tactics of the united front should be conducted; 
the Socialist workers are setting an example of what the 
Social-Democratic workers of other capitalist countries 
should now be doing in the fight against fascism. I he 
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significance of the anti-fascist demonstration, attended by 
half a million people, held in Paris on July 14th of this 
year and of the numerous demonstrations in other French 
cities is tremendous. This is not merely a movement of 
a united working class front; it is the beginning ot a wide 
general front of the people against fascism an France. 

This united front movement enhances the confidence of 
the working class in its own forces; it strengthens its 
consciousness of the leading role it is playing in relation 
to the peasantry, the petty bourgeoisie of the towns and the 
intelligentsia; it extends the influence of the Communist 
Party among the working class masses, and therefore brings 
new strength to the proletariat in the fight against fascism. 

It is mobilising in good time the vigilance of the masses in 
regard to the fascist danger. And it will serve as an infec¬ 
tious example for the development of the anti-fascist 
struggle in other capitalist countries and will exercise a 
heartening influence on the proletarians of Germany crushed 
down by the fascist dictatorship. 

The victory, needless to say, is a big one, but it still 
does not decide the issue of the anti-fascist struggle. I he 
overwhelming majority of the French people are un¬ 
doubtedly opposed to fascism. But the bourgeoisie is able 
by armed force to violate the will of peoples. 1 he fascist 
movement is continuing to develop absolutely freely, with 
the active support of monopoly capital, the State apparatus 
of the bourgeoisie, the general staff of the Flench army, 
and the reactionary leaders of the Catholic church—that 
stronghold of all reaction. The most powerful fascist or- 
ganisation, the Croix de Feu, now commands 300,000 armed 
men, the backbone of which consists of 60,000 officers of 
the reserve. It holds strong positions in the police, the 
gendarmerie, the army, the air force and in all government 
offices. The recent municipal elections have shown that 
in France it is not only the revolutionary forces that are 
growing, but also the forces of fascism. If fascism succeeds 
in penetrating widely among the peasantry, and in securing 
the support of one section of the army, while the other sec¬ 
tion remains neutral, the French toiling masses will not be 
able to prevent the fascists from coming to power. Com¬ 
rades do not forget the organisational weakness of the 
French labour movement, which tends to facilitate the suc¬ 
cess of the fascist attack. The working class and all anti- 
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fascists in France have no grounds for resting content with 
the results already achieved. 

What are the tasks confronting the working class in 
France ? 

First, to achieve the establishment of a united front not 
only in the political sphere, but also in the economic sphere 
in order to organise the struggle against the capitalist 
offensive, and by its pressure to smash the resistance offered 
to the united front by the leaders of the reformist Confeder¬ 
ation of Labour. 

Second, to achieve trade union unity in France—united 
trade unions based on the class struggle. 

Third, to enlist in the anti-fascist movement the broad 
peasant masses, the petty-bourgeois masses, devoting special 
attention in the programme of the anti-fascist people’s front 
to their urgent demands. 

Fourth, to strengthen organisationally and extend fur¬ 
ther the anti-fascist movement which has already developed, 
by the widespread creation of elected non-Party bodies 
of the anti-fascist people’s front, the influence of which ex¬ 
tends to wider masses than those in the parties and toilers’ 
organisations in France at present in existence. 

Fifth, to secure by their pressure the disbanding and 
disarming of the fascist organisations, as organisations of 
conspirators against the republic and agents of Hitler in 
France. 

Sixth, to achieve the purging of the State apparatus, the 
army and the police of the conspirators who are preparing a 
fascist coup. 

Seventh, to develop the struggle against the leaders of 
the reactionary cliques of the Catholic church, as one of 
the most important strongholds of French fascism. 

Eighth, to link the army up with the anti-fascist move¬ 
ment by creating in its ranks committees for the defence of 
the republic and the constitution, directed against those who 
want to utilise the army for an anti-constitutional coup 
d'etat; not to allow the reactionary forces in France to wreck 
the Franco-Soviet agreement, which defends the cause of 
peace against the aggression of German fascism. 

And if in France the anti-fascist movement leads to the 
formation of a government which will carry on a real 
struggle against French fascism—not in word but in deed 
—will carry out the programme of demands of the anti- 
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fascist people’s front, the Communists, while remaining the 
irreconcilable foes of every bourgeois government and sup¬ 
porters of a Soviet government, will nevertheless, in face 
of the growing fascist danger, be prepared to support such 
a government. 

The United Front and the Fascist Mass Organisations. 
Comrades, the fight for the establishment of a united 
front in countries where the fascists are in power is perhaps 
the most important problem that confronts us. In such 
countries, of course, the fight is carried on under far more 
difficult conditions than is the case in countries which have 
leo-al labour movements. Nevertheless, all the conditions 
exist in fascist countries for the development of a real anti¬ 
fascist people’s front in the struggle against the fascs 
dictatorship, since the Social-Democratic, Catho ic and ot e 
workers, in Germany for instance, are in a position ^ahse 
more directly the necessity for a joint struggle wtht 
Communists against the fascist dictatorship. Wide strata 
of the petty bourgeoisie and the peasantry, having al . y 
tasted the bitter fruits of fascist rule, are growing increasingly 
discontented and disillusioned, which fact makes it easier to 
enlist them in the anti-fascist people’s front. 

But the principal task in fascist countries, particular}) 
in Germany and Italy, where fascism has managed to gain 
a mass basis and has forced the workers and other toilers 
into its organisations, consists in a skilful combination o 
the struggle against the fascist dictatorship from without and 
ts undermining from within, inside the fascist mass orgam- 
sations and bodies. Special methods and means of 
approach suited to the concrete conditions prevailing in these 
countries must be learned, mastered and applied, so as to 
facilitate the rapid disintegration of the mass basis of fascism 
and to prepare the way for the overthrow of the fascist dicta¬ 
torship! We must learn, master and apply this, and no 
only shout “ Down with Hitler!” and “Down with 
Mussolini 1” Yes, learn, master and apply. 

This is a difficult and complex task. It is all the more 
difficult because our experience in successfuHy combat g 
the fascist dictatorship is extremely bm.ted^ Our Italian 
comrades, for instance, have already been fi e h n S " 
the conditions of a fascist dictatorship for about thirteen 
vears. Nevertheless, they have not succeeded in developi g 
a real mass struggle against fascism, and therefore they 
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have unfortunately been little able in this respect to help 
the Communist Parties in other fascist countries by their 
positive experience. 

The German and Italian Communists, and the Com¬ 
munists in other fascist countries, as well as the Communist 
youth, have displayed prodigies of valour; they have made 
and are daily making tremendous sacrifices. We all bow 
our heads in honour of such heroism and sacrifices. But 
heroism alone is not enough. Heroism must be combined 
with day-to-day work among the masses, with such concrete 
struggle against fascism as will achieve the most tangible 
results in this sphere. In our struggle against fascist dic¬ 
tatorship it is particularly dangerous to confuse the wish with 
the fact. We must base ourselves on the facts, on the actual 
concrete situation. 

And what is now the actual situation, in Germany for 
instance? 

The masses are becoming increasingly discontented and 
disillusioned with the policy of the fascist dictatorship, and 
this even assumes the form of partial strikes and other acts. 
In spite of all its efforts, fascism has failed to win over politi¬ 
cally the basic masses of the workers; it is even losing its 
former supporters, and will lose them more and more in the 
future. Nevertheless, we must realise that the workers who 
are convinced of the possibility of overthrowing the fascist 
dictatorship, and who are prepared, already to-day, to fight 
for it actively are still in the minority—they consist of us, 
the Communists, and the revolutionary section of the Social- 
Democratic workers. But the majority of the toilers have 
not yet become aware of the real, concrete possibilities and 
methods of overthrowing this dictatorship and are main¬ 
taining a waiting position. This we must bear in mind when 
we outline our tasks in the struggle against fascism in Ger¬ 
many, and when we seek, study and apply special methods 
of bringing about the undermining and overthrow of the 
fascist dictatorship in Germany. 

In order to be able to strike a telling blow at the fascist 
dictatorship, we must first find out what is its most vul¬ 
nerable point. What is the Achilles’ heel of the fascist dic¬ 
tatorship? Its social basis. The latter is extremely hetero¬ 
geneous. It is made up of various classes and various stratas 
of society. Fascism has proclaimed itself the sole representa¬ 
tive of all classes and strata of the population : the manu- 
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facturer and the worker, the millionaire and the unemployed, 
the Junker and the small peasant, the big capitalist and the 
artisan. It pretends to defend the interests of all these strata, 
the interests of the nation. But since it is a dictatorship of 
the big bourgeoisie, fascism must inevitably come into con¬ 
flict with its mass social basis, all the more since, under the 
fascist dictatorship, the class contradictions between the 
pack of financial magnates and the overwhelming majority 
of the people are brought out in greatest relief. 

We can lead the masses to a decisive struggle for the 
overthrow of the fascist dictatorship only by getting the 
workers who have been forced into the fascist organisations, 
or have joined them through ignorance, to take part in the 
most elementary movements for the defence of their econo¬ 
mic, political and cultural interests. It is for this reason 
that the Communists must work in these organisations, as 
the best champions of the day-to-day interests of the mass of 
members, and must bear in mind that as the workers belong¬ 
ing to these organisations begin more and more frequently 
to demand their rights and defend their interests, they in¬ 
evitably come into conflict with the fascist dictatorship. 

In defending the urgent and, at first, the most elementary 
interests of the toiling masses of town and country, it is 
comparatively easier to find a common language not only 
with the conscious anti-fascists, but also with those toilers 
who are still supporters of fascism, but are disillusioned 
and dissatisfied with its policy, and are grumbling and seek¬ 
ing an occasion forexpressing their discontent. We must 
in general realise that all our tactics in countries where a 
fascist dictatorship prevails unust be of such a character as 
not to repulse the rank-and-file supporters of fascism, not 
to throw them once more into the arms of fascism, but to 
deepen the chasm between the fascist leaders and the mass 
of disillusioned rank-and-file followers of fascism drawn 
from the toiling strata. 

We need not be dismayed, comrades, if the people 
mobilised around these day-to-day interests consider them¬ 
selves either indifferent to politics or even followers of 
fascism. The important thing for us is to draw r them into 
the movement which although it may not at first proceed 
openly under the slogans of the struggle against fascism, 
is already objectively an anti-fascist movement counter- 
posing these masses against the fascist dictatorship. 
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Experience teaches us that the view that it is generally 
impossible, in countries where a fascist dictatorship prevails, 
to come out legally or semi-legally, is harmful and incorrect. 
To insist on this point of view means to fall into passivity, 
and to renounce real mass work in general altogether, True, 
under the conditions of a fascist dictatorship, to find forms 
and methods of legal or semi-legal' action is a difficult and 
complex problem. Rut, as in many other questions, the 
path is indicated by life and by the initiative of the masses 
themselves, which have already provided us with a number 
of examples that must be generalised and applied in an 
organised and effective manner. We must very resolutely 
put an end to the tendency to underestimate work in the 
fascist mass organisations. In Italy, in Germany and in 
a number of other fascist countries, our comrades concealed 
their passivity, and frequently even their direct refusal to 
work in the fascist mass organisations, by putting work in 
the factories in contradistinction to work in the fascist mass 
organisations. In reality, however, it was just this mechani¬ 
cal distinction which led to work being conducted very 
feebly, and sometimes not at all, both in the fascist mass 
organisations and in the factories. 

Yet it is particularly important that Communists in the 
fascist countries should be wherever the masses are to be 
found. Fascism has deprived the workers of their own legal 
organisations. It has forced the fascist organisations upon 
them, and it is there that the masses are by compulsion, or 
to some extent voluntarily. These mass fascist organisations 
can and must be made our legal or semi-legal field of action, 
where we can meet the masses. They can and must be made 
our legal or semi-legal starting point for the defence of the 
day-to-day interests of the masses. In order to utilise these 
possibilities, Communists must strive to win elective posts 
in the fascist mass organisations, with the object of estab¬ 
lishing contact with the masses, and must rid themselves 
once and for all of the prejudice that this kind of activity 
is unseemly and unworthy of a revolutionary worker. 

In Germany, for instance, there exists a system known as 
shop delegates. But where is it stated that we must leave 
the fascists a monopoly in these organisations? Cannot we 
endeavour to unite the Communist, Social-Democratic, Catho¬ 
lic and other anti-fascist workers in the factories so that when 
the list of shop delegates is voted upon the known agents 
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of the employers may be struck off and other candidates, 
enjoying the confidence of the workers, inserted in their 
stead ? Practice has already shown that this is possible. 

And does not practice also go to show that it is possible, 
jointly with the Social-Democratic and other discontented 
workers, to demand that the shop delegates really defend 
the interests of the workers? 

Take the " Labour Front ” in Germany, or the fascist 
trade unions in Italy. Is it not possible to demand that the 
functionaries of the “ Labour Front ” be elected, and not 
appointed; to insist that the leading bodies of the local 
groups report to the meetings of the members of the organi¬ 
sations; to address these demands, following a decision by 
the group, to the employer, to the “ guardian of labour,” to 
the higher bodies of the “ Labour Front ” ? This is possible, 
provided the revolutionary workers really work within the 
“ Labour Front ” and try to obtain posts in it. 

Similar methods of work are possible and essential in 
other mass fascist organisations also—in the Hitler Youth 
Leagues, in the sports organisations, in the Kraft durch 
Freude organisations ( Strength Through Joy), in the Doppo 
Lavoro in Italy, in the co-operatives, and so forth. 

Comrades, you will remember the ancient tale of the cap¬ 
ture of Troy. Troy was inaccessible to the armies attacking her 
thanks to her impregnable walls. And the attacking army, 
after suffering many sacrifices, was unable to achieve vic¬ 
tory until with the aid of the famous Trojan horse it managed 
to penetrate to the very heart of the enemy’s camp. 

We revolutionary workers, it appears to me, should not 
be shy about using the same tactics with regard to our fascist 
foe, who is defending himself against the people with the 
help of the living wall of his cutthroats. 

He who fails to understand the necessity of applying such 
tactics in the case of fascism, he who regards such an ap¬ 
proach as “ humiliating,” may be a most excellent comrade, 
but, if you will allow me to say so, he is a windbag and not 
a revolutionary, he will be unable to lead the masses to the 
overthrow of the fascist dictatorship. 

Growing up inside and outside the fascist organisations 
in Germany, Italy and the other countries in which fascism 
possesses a mass basis, the mass movement for a united 
front, starting with the advocacy of the most elementary 
requirements, changing its forms and watchwords of the 
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j nevertheless vote for the Social-Democratic government party 
) only goes to show that the exposure of the government on 
the part of the Communists by means of propaganda is in¬ 
sufficient. It does not prove, however, that these hundreds 
of thousands of workers are satisfied with all the govern¬ 
ment measures of the Social-Democratic ministers. No, they 
are not satisfied with the fact that by its so-called “ crisis 
agreement ” the Social-Democratic government assists the 
big capitalists and landowners and not the workers and poor 
peasants. They are not satisfied with the decree issued by the 
government in January, 1933, which deprived the workers 
of the right to strike. They are not satisfied with the govern¬ 
ment decision to re-arm the police and quarter them in bar¬ 
racks. They are not satisfied with the project of the Social- 
Democratic leadership for a dangerous anti-democratic 
electoral reform (which would considerably reduce the num¬ 
ber of deputies). I shall hardly be in error, comrades, if I 
state that 99 per cent, of the Danish workers do not approve 
of these political steps taken by the Social-Democratic 
leaders and ministers. 

Is it not possible for the Communists to call upon the 
trade union and Social-Democratic organisations of Den¬ 
mark to discuss the various burning issues, to express their 
opinions on them and jointly come out for a proletarian 
united front with the object of obtaining the workers’ de¬ 
mands? In October of last year, when our Danish com¬ 
rades appealed to the trade unions to act against the reduc¬ 
tion of unemployment relief and for the democratic rights 
of the trade unions, about a hundred local trade union or¬ 
ganisations joined the united front. 

In Sweden a Social-Democratic government is for the 
third time in power, but the Swedish Communists have 
for a long time refused to apply the united front tactics in 
practice. Why? Was it because they were opposed to 
the united front? No, in principle, of course, they were 
for the united front, for a united front in general, but they 
failed to understand in what circumstances, on what quei 
tions, in defence of what demands a proletarian united front 
could be successfully established, where and how to “ hook 
on.” A few months before the Social-Democratic Party 
formed its government, it advanced during the elections a 
platform containing demands which were the very thing 
to include in a platform of the proletarian united front. For 






^ THE working class 

example, the slogans “ Against customs duties,” “ Against 
militarisation,” “ Make an end to the policy of delay fn the 
question of unemployment insurance .“Grant adequate 

‘ Munch ’ P ™ hibit organisations like the 

Munch, corps (a fascist organisation), “Down with 

geoYs parties!” 11 ‘ W " W * < ** demanded by the bour- 

Over a million toilers of Sweden voted in 1932 for these 
fn e 7Q n ^ d T ated b >' the Social-Democrats and welcomed 
nihfh the th formation of a Social-Democratic government 
couhl ha Pe K at nOW these demands w °Hld be realised. What 

would have suitedT® "T* 1 SUCh 3 SitUation and what 
Yf n - d working masses better than an appeal 

of the Communist Party to all Social-Democratic and trade 

=c°T n “ S t0 , t3ke joint action t0 secure these de¬ 
mands advanced by the Social-Democratic Party? 

If we had succeeded in really mobilising the broad 

woYkS-'oJant/ the SociaI - D emocratic and & Commun,Yt 
workers organisations into a united front to secure these 
demands which the Social-Democrats themselves had ad! 
would ! n ° ° ne - Ca j < ? ou :)t dlat die working class of Sweden 

Ira of Swe e dfn am o e f d th6reby - Socialiemocraiic mlS 
ters of Sweden, of course, would not have been very happy 

ver it, for in that case the government would have been 

r pel ed !° T et at IeaSt some of thes e demands. At any 

of abohsWn^h ? Pene d n ° W ’ Wh / n the & overnm ent instead 
h ratsed some of the duties, instead of re- 
fnYY’d^ f mil ;tarism has enlarged the military budget and 
instead of rejecting any legislation directed against the trade 

not°have a b ^ Iatroduced such a biI l in Parliament, would 
pYr f h r * la PP ened - True, on the last issue the Communist 
the / Di l S 0 f' e t h en Ca 7 6d . th rou ? h a good mass campaign in 
the spirit of the proletarian united front with the result that 
in the end even the Social-Democratic parliamentary frac 

theYesult thaYf'"!h t0 . vote a P inst the government bill, with 
r , 1 , r h t for dl e time being the bill has been defeated, 
fhe .\ orwegian Communists were right in calling upon 
Ae orgamsutions of the Labour Party to organise o!nt May 

?emandY° n if- N tl?nS , and in P uttin g forward a number of 
demands which in the mam coincided with the deiranrk 

pTrtv Ine Altho th !h el fv i0n platf0 ™ of the Norwegian Labour 
y. Although this step in favour of a united front was 

poor y prepared and the leadership of the Norwegian Labour 


AGAINST FASCISM 47 

Party opposed it, united front demonstrations took place 
in thirty localities. 

Formerly many Communists used to be afraid that it 
would be opportunism on their part if they did not counter 
every partial demand of the Social-Democrats by demands 
of their own which were twice as radical. That was a naive 
mistake. If Social-Democrats, for instance, demanded the 
dissolution of the fascist organisations, there was no reason 
why we should add: “and the disbanding of the State 
police ” (a demand which would be expedient under dif¬ 
ferent circumstances). We should rather tell the Social- 
Democratic workers : We are ready to accept these demands 
of your party as demands of the proletarian united front 
and are ready to fight to the end for their realisation. Let 
us join hands for the battle. 

In Czechoslovakia also certain demands advanced by the 
Czech and the German Social-Democrats, and the reformist 
trade unions, can and should be utilised for the establish¬ 
ment of a united front of the working class. When the 
Social-Democrats, for instance, demand work for the un¬ 
employed, or the abolition of the laws restricting municipal 
self-government, as they have done ever since 1927, these 
demands must be made concrete in each locality, in each 
district, and a fight must be carried on hand in hand with 
the Social-Democratic organisations for their actual realisa¬ 
tion. Or, when the Social-Democratic parties thunder 
against the exponents of fascism in the State apparatus “ in 
general,” the proper thing to do is in each particular district 
to drag into the light of day the particular local fascist 
spokesmen, and together with the Social-Democratic workers 
demand their removal from government employ. 

In Belgium the leaders of the Socialist Party, with Emile 
Vandervelde at their head, have entered a coalition govern¬ 
ment. This “ success ” they have achieved thanks to their 
lengthy and extensive campaign for two main demands : 

(1) The abolition of the emergency decrees, and (2) The reali¬ 
sation of the de Man plan. The first issue is very important. 
The preceding government issued 150 reactionary emergency 
decrees, which are an extremely heavy burden on the toiling 
people. It was proposed to repeal them at once. Such was the 
demand of the Socialist Party. But have many of these emer¬ 
gency decrees been repealed by the new government? It 
has not rescinded a single one. It has only mollified some- 
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what a few of the emergency decrees in order to make a 
sort of token payment ” in settlement of the generous pro¬ 
mises of the Belgian Socialist leaders (like that “ token dol¬ 
lar ” which some European powers proffered the U.S.A. 
in payment of the millions due as war debts). 

As regards the realisation of the widely advertised de 
A Tan plan, the matter has taken a turn quite unexpected by 
the Social-Democratic masses. The Socialist ministers an¬ 
nounced that the economic crisis must be overcome first, and 
only those provisions of de Man’s plan should be carried 
into effect which improve the position of the industrial capi¬ 
talists and the banks; only thereafter would it be possible 
to adopt measures to improve the conditions of the workers. 
But how long must the workers wait for then share in the 
benefits ” promised them in the de Man plan? The Bel¬ 
gian bankers have already had their veritable shower of gold. 
The Belgian franc has been devaluated 28 per cent.; bv this 
manipulation the bankers were able to pocket 4,500,000,000 
francs as their spoils at the expense of the wage earners and 
the savings of the small depositors. But how does this 
tally with the contents of the de Man plan ? Why, if we 
are to believe the letter of the plan, it promises to “ prose¬ 
cute monopolist abuses and speculative manipulations.” 

On the basis of the de Man plan, the government has 
appointed a commission to supervise the banks. But the 
commission consists of bankers who can now gaily and 
light-heartedly supervise themselves. 

The de Man plan also promises a number of other good 
things, such as a “ shortening of the working day,” ” nor¬ 
malisation of wages,” “ a minimum wage,” “ organisation 
of an all-embracing system of social insurance,” greater con¬ 
venience in living conditions through new housing construc¬ 
tion, and so forth. These are all demands which we Com¬ 
munists can support. We should go to the labour organi¬ 
sations of Belgium and say to them : The capitalists "have 
already received enough and even too much. Let us demand 
that the Social-Democratic ministers now carry out the pro¬ 
mises they made to the workers. Let us get" together in a 
united front for the successful defence of our interests. 
Minister Vandervelde, we support the demands on behalf 
of the workers contained in your platform; but we tell you 
frankly that w T e take these demands seriously, that we want 
action and not empty words, and therefore are uniting hun- 
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dreds of thousands of workers to struggle for these demands ! 

Thus, in countries having Social-Democratic govern¬ 
ments, the Communists ought to make use of appropriate 
individual demands taken from the platforms of the Social- 
Democratic parties themselves, and of the election promises 
of the Social-Democratic ministers as the starting point for 
the realisation of joint action with the Social-Democratic 
parties and organisations, so that they may afterwards the 
more easily develop a campaign for the establishment of a 
united front, but on the basis of other mass demands to be 
raised in the struggle against the offensive of capital, against 
fascism and the threat of war. 

It must further be borne in mind that if in general, joint 
action with the Social-Democratic parties and organisations 
requires that the Communists exercise serious and substan¬ 
tiated criticism of Social-Democracy as the ideology and 
practice of class collaboration with the bourgeoisie, and un¬ 
tiringly explain to the Social-Democratic workers in a com¬ 
radely" way the programme and slogans of Communism, in 
countries having Social-Democratic governments this task is 
of particular importance in the struggle for the united front. 

The Struggle for Trade Union Unity. 

Comrades, the most important stage in the consolidation 
of the united front must be the establishment of national 
and international trade union unity. 

As you know, the disruptive tactics of the reformist 
leaders were applied most virulently in the trade unions. 
The reason for this is clear. Here their policy of class col¬ 
laboration with the bourgeoisie found its practical culmina¬ 
tion directly in the factories, to the detriment of the vital 
interests of the working class. This, of course, gave rise 
to sharp criticism and resistance on the part of the revolu¬ 
tionary workers under the leadership of the Communists. 
That is why the struggle between Communism and reform¬ 
ism raged most fiercely in the trade unions. 

The more difficult and complicated the situation became 
for capitalism, the more reactionary was the policy of the 
leaders of the Amsterdam unions and the more aggressive 
were their measures against all opposition elements within 
the trade unions. Even the establishment of the fascist dic- 
ratorship in Germany and the intensified capitalist offensi\e 
in all capitalist countries failed to diminish their aggressive¬ 
ness. Is it not a characteristic fact that in 1933 alone most 
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disgraceful circulars were issued in Holland, Belgium and 
Sweden urging the expulsion of Communists and revolu¬ 
tionary workers from the trade unions? 

The same year a circular was issued in Great Britain pro¬ 
hibiting the local branches of the trade unions from joining 
anti-war or other revolutionary organisations. That was 
a prelude to the notorious “ black circular ” of the Trade 
Union Congress General Council, which outlawed any trades 
council admitting delegates “ directly or indirectly asso¬ 
ciated with Communist organisations.” What is there left 
to be said of the leadership of the German trade unions, 
which applied unprecedented repressive measures against 
the revolutionary elements in the trade unions? 

We must base our tactics, not on the behaviour of in¬ 
dividual leaders of the Amsterdam unions, no matter what 
difficulties their behaviour may cause the class struggle, but 
primarily on the question of where the masses of workers are 
to be found. And here we must openly declare that work 
in the trade unions is the sorest spot in the work of all Com¬ 
munist Parties. We must bring about a real change for 
the better in trade union work and make the question of 
struggle for trade union unity the central issue. 

“ What constitutes the strength of Social-Democracy in the 
West?” asked Comrade Stalin ten years ago. Answering this 
question, he said : 

“ The fact that it has its support in the trade unions. 

“ What constitutes the weakness of our Communist Parties 
in the West? 

“ The fact that they are not yet linked with the trade unions, 
and that certain elements within the Communist Parties do not 
wish to be linked with them. 

“ Hence, the main task of the Communist Parties of the West 
at the present time is to develop the campaign for unity in the 
trade union movement and to bring it to its consummation; to 
see to it that all Communists, without exception, join the trade 
unions, there to work systematically and patiently to strengthen 
the solidarity of the working class in its fight against capital, 
and thus attain the conditions that will enable the Communist 
Parties to rely upon the trade unions.”* 

Has this precept of Comrade Stalin’s been followed? No, 
comrades, it has not. 

Ignoring the urge of the workers to join the trade unions, 
and faced with the difficulties of working within the Amster- 

* Stalin, “ The Results of the Work of the Fourteenth Con¬ 
ference of the R.C.P.,” Leninism, Vol. I, p. 160. 
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dam unions, many of our comrades decided to pass by this 
complicated task. They invariably spoke of an organisa¬ 
tional crisis in the Amsterdam unions, of the workers desert¬ 
ing the unions, but failed to notice that after some decline 
at the beginning of the world economic crisis, these unions 
later began to "grow again. The peculiarity of the trade 
union movement has been precisely the fact that the attacks 
of the bourgeoisie on trade union rights, the attempts in 
a number of countries to unify the trade unions (Poland, 
Hungary, etc.), the curtailment of social insurance, and wage 
cuts, forced the workers notwithstanding the lack of resis¬ 
tance displayed by the reformist trade union leaders to rally 
still more closely around these unions, because the workers 
wanted and still want to see in the trade unions the militant 
champions of their vital class interests. This explains the 
fact that most of the Amsterdam unions in France, Czecho¬ 
slovakia, Belgium, Holland, Sweden, Switzerland, etc., have 
grown in membership during the last few years. I he 
American Federation of Labour has also considerably in¬ 
creased its membership in the past two years. 

Had the German comrades better understood the prob¬ 
lem of trade union work of which Comrade Thalmann spoke 
on many occasions, we would undoubtedly have had a bet¬ 
ter situation in the trade unions than was the case at the time 
the fascist dictatorship was established. By the end of 
1932 only about ten per cent, of the Party members belonged 
to the free trade unions. This in spite of the fact that after 
the Sixth Congress of the Comintern the Communists took 
the lead in quite a number of strikes. Our comrades used 
to write in the press of the need to assign 90 per cent, of 
our forces to work in the trade unions, but in reality activity 
was concentrated exclusively around the revolutionary trade 
union opposition which actually sought to replace the trade 
unions. And how about the period after Hitler’s seizure of 
power? For two years many of our comrades stubbornly 
and systematically opposed the correct slogan of fighting 
for the re-establishment of the free unions. 

I could cite similar examples about almost every other 
capitalist country. 

But we already have the first serious achievements to 
our credit in the struggle for trade union unity in European 
countries. I have in mind little Austria, where on the initia¬ 
tive of, the Communist Party a basis has been created for 
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an illegal trade union movement. After the February 
battles the Social-Democrats, with Otto Bauer at the head, 
threw out the watchword: “The free unions can be re¬ 
established only after the downfall of fascism.’ The Com¬ 
munists applied themselves to the task of re-establishing the 
trade unions. Each phase of that work was a bit of the 
living united front of the Austrian proletariat. The success¬ 
ful re-establishment of the free trade unions in underground 
conditions was a serious blow to fascism. The Social- 
Democrats were at the parting of the ways. Some of them 
tried to negotiate with the government. Others, seeing our 
successes, created their own parallel illegal trade unions. 
But there could be only one road : either capitulation to 
fascism, or towards trade union unity through joint struggle 
against fascism. Under mass pressure, the wavering leader¬ 
ship of the parallel unions created by the former trade union 
leaders decided to agree to amalgamation. The basis of 
this amalgamation is irreconcilable struggle against the 
offensive of capitalism and fascism and the guarantee of 
trade union democracy. We welcome this fact of the amal¬ 
gamation of trade unions, which is the first of its kind since 
the formal split of the trade unions after the war and is, 
therefore, of international importance. 

In France the united front has unquestionably served as 
a mighty impetus towards the establishment of trade union 
unity. The leaders of the General Confederation of Labour 
have hampered and still hamper in every way the realisation 
of unity, countering the main issue of the class policy of 
the trade unions by raising issues of a subordinate and secon¬ 
dary or formal character. An unquestionable success in the 
struggle for trade union unity has been the establishment of 
single unions on a local scale, embracing, in the case of the 
railroad workers, for instance, approximately three-quarters 
of the membership of both trade unions. 

We are definitely for the re-establishment of trade union 
unity in each country and on an international scale. We are 
for one union in each industry. 

We stand for one federation of trade unions in each coun¬ 
try. We are for one international federation of trade unions 
organised according to industries. 

We stand for one International of trade unions based on 
the class struggle. We are for united class trade unions as 
one of the major bulwarks of the working class against the 
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offensive of capital and fascism. Our only condition for 
uniting the trade unions is: Struggle against capital, 
struggle against fascism, and internal trade union democracy. 

Time does not stand still. To us the question of trade 
union unity on a national as well as international scale is 
a question of the great task of uniting our class in mighty, 
single trade union organisations against the class enemy. 

We welcome the fact that on the eve of May First of 
this year the Red International of Labour Unions addressed 
a letter to the Amsterdam International with the proposal 
to consider jointly the question of the terms, methods and 
forms of unification of the world trade union movement. 
The leaders of the x\msterdam International rejected that 
proposal, using the stock argument that unity in the trade 
union movement is possible only within the Amsterdam In¬ 
ternational, which, by the way, includes almost none but 
trade unions in European countries. 

But the Communists working in the trade unions must 
continue to struggle indefatigably for the unity of the trade 
union movement. The task of the Red trade unions and 
the R.I.L.U. is to do all in their power to hasten the hour 
of joint struggle of all trade unions against the offensive of 
capital and fascism, to establish a united trade union move¬ 
ment, despite the stubborn resistance of the reactionary 
leaders of the Amsterdam International. The Red trade 
unions and the R.I.L.U. must receive our unstinted sup¬ 
port in this matter. 

In countries where small Red trade unions exist we re¬ 
commend them to work for their affiliation with the big 
reformist unions, but to insist on the right to defend their 
views and on the reinstatement of expelled members. But 
in countries where big Red trade unions exist parallel with 
big reformist trade unions, we must work for the convening 
of unity congresses on the basis of platforms of struggle 
against the capitalist offensive and of ensuring trade union 
democracy. 

It should be stated categorically that any Communist 
worker, any revolutionary worker who does not belong to 
the mass trade union of his industry, who does not fight 
to transform the reformist trade union into a real class trade 
union organisation, who does not fight for trade union unity 
on the basis of the class struggle, such a Communist worker, 
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such a revolutionary worker, does not discharge his elemen¬ 
tary proletarian duty. 

The United Front and the Youth. 

I have already pointed out the role which the drawing 
of the youth into the fascist organisations played in the 
victory of fascism. In speaking of the youth, we must state 
frankly that we have neglected our task of drawing the 
masses of the working youth into the struggle against the 
offensive of capital, against fascism and the danger of war; 
we have neglected these tasks in a number of countries. We 
have underestimated the enormous importance of the youth 
in the fight against fascism. We have not always taken 
account of the specific economic, political and cultural in¬ 
terests of the youth. We have likewise not paid proper at¬ 
tention to revolutionary education of the youth. 

All this has been utilised very cleverly by fascism, which 
in some countries, particularly in Germany, has inveigled 
large sections of the youth on to the anti-proletarian road. 
It should be borne in mind that the glamour of militarism 
is not the only enticement with which fascism captures the 
vouth. It feeds and clothes some of them in its detachments, 
gives work to others, even sets up so-called cultural institu¬ 
tions for the youth, trying in this way to imbue them with 
the idea that it really can and wants to feed, clothe, teach 
and provide work for the masses of the toiling youth. 

In a number of capitalist countries, our Young Com¬ 
munist Leagues are still largely sectarian organisations 
divorced from the masses. Their fundamental weakness is 
that they are still trying to copy the Communist Parties, 
their forms and methods of work, forgetting that the i -C-L. 
is not a Communist Party of the youth. They do not suffi¬ 
ciently take into consideration the fact that this is an organi¬ 
sation having its own specific tasks. Its methods and forms 
of work, of education and of struggle, must be adapted 
to the specific level and needs of the youth. 

Our Young Communists have given memorable examples 
of heroism in the fight against fascist violence and bour¬ 
geois reaction. But they still lack the ability to win the 
masses of the youth away from hostile influences by dint 
of stubborn, concrete work. This is attested by the fact 
that thev have not yet overcome their opposition to work 
in the fascist mass organisations, and that their approach 
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to the Socialist youth and other non-Communist youth is 
not always correct. 

A great part of the responsibility for all this must be 
borne, of course, by the Communist Parties as well, for they 
ought to lead and support the Y.C.L. in its work. For the 
problem of the youth is not only a Y.C.L. problem. It is a 
problem for the entire Communist movement. In the struggle 
for the youth, the Communist Parties and the Y.C.L. 
organisations must actually effect a decisive change. The 
main task of the Communist youth movement in capitalist 
countries is to advance boldly in the direction of bringing 
about the united front, along the path of organising and 
uniting the toilers of the young generation. The tremendous 
importance for the revolutionary movement of the youth 
that attaches to even the first steps taken in this direction 
is shown by the examples of France and the United States 
during the recent past. It was sufficient in these countries 
to proceed to apply the united front, when considerable suc¬ 
cesses were at once achieved. In the sphere of the inter¬ 
national united front, the successful initiative of the anti¬ 
fascist and anti-war committee in Paris in bringing about 
the international co-operation of all non-fascist youth or¬ 
ganisations is also worthy of note in this connection. 

These recent successful steps in the united front move¬ 
ment of the youth also show that the forms which the united 
front of the youth is to assume must not be stereotyped, nor 
be necessarily the same as those met with in the practice 
of the Communist Parties. The Young Communist Leagues 
must strive in every wav to unite the forces of all non-fascist 
mass organisations of the youth, including the formation of 
various kinds of common'organisations for the struggle 
against fascism, against the unprecedented manner in which 
the youth is being stripped of every right, against the mili¬ 
tarisation of the youth and for the economic and cultural 
rights of the young generation, in order to draw these young 
toilers over to the side of the anti-fascist front, no matter 
where they may be—in the factories, the forced labour 
camps, the labour exchanges, the army barracks and the 
fleet, the schools, or in the various sports, cultural or other 
organisations. 

In developing and strengthening the Y.C.L., our Y.C.L. 
members must work for the formation of anti-fascist asso- 
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ciations of the Communist and Socialist Youth Leagues on a 
platform of class struggle. 

Women and the United Front. 

Nor was work among toiling women—among working 
women, unemployed women, peasant women and house¬ 
wives—underestimated any less than was work among the 
youth. While fascism exacts most from youth, it enslaves 
women with particular ruthlessness and cynicism, playing- 
on the most painful feelings of the mother, the housewife, 
the single working woman, uncertain of the morrow. 
Fascism, posing as a benefactor, throws the starving family 
a few beggarly scraps, trying in this way to stifle the bitter¬ 
ness aroused, particularly among the toiling women, by 
the unprecedented slavery which fascism brings them. It 
drives working women out of industry, forcibly ships needy 
girls to the country, reducing them to the position of unpaid 
servants of rich farmers and landlords. While promising 
women a happy home and family life, it drives women to 
prostitution like no other capitalist regime. 

Communists, above all our women Communists, must 
remember that there cannot be a successful fight against 
fascism and war unless the broad masses of women are 
drawn into it. And agitation alone will not accomplish this. 
We must find a way of mobilising the masses of toiling 
women around their" vital interests and demands, taking 
into account the concrete situation in each instance, in the 
fight for their demands against high prices, for higher wages 
on the basis of the principle of equal pay for equal work, 
against mass dismissals, aganist every manifestation of in¬ 
equality in the status of women, and against fascist en¬ 
slavement. 

In endeavouring to draw the toiling women into the 
revolutionary movement, we must not be afraid of forming- 
separate women’s organisations for this purpose, wherever 
necessary. The preconceived notion that the women’s or¬ 
ganisations under Communist Party leadership in the 
capitalist countries must be liquidated, as part of the struggle 
against “ women’s separatism ” in the labour movement, 
has frequently caused a great deal of harm. 

It is necessary to seek out the simplest and most flexible 
forms, in order to establish contact and bring about co¬ 
operation in struggle between the revolutionary, Social- 
Democratic and progressive anti-w r ar and anti-fascist 
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women’s organisations. We must spare no pains to see that 
the women workers and toilers fight shoulder to shoulder 
with their class brothers in the ranks of the united working 
class front and the anti-fascist people’s front. 

The Anti-Imperialist United Front. 

In connection with the changed international and internal 
situation, exceptional importance attaches in all colonial and 
semi-colonial countries to the question of the anti-imperialist 
united front. 

In forming a wide anti-imperialist united front of struggle 
in the colonies and semi-colonies, it is necessary above all 
to recognise the variety of conditions in which the anti¬ 
imperialist struggle of the masses is proceeding, the varying 
degree of maturity of the national liberation movement, the 
role of the proletariat within it and the influence of the 
Communist Party over the broad masses. 

In Brazil the problem is different from that in India, 
China, etc. 

In Brasil the Communist Party, having laid a correct 
foundation for the development of the united anti-imperialist 
front by the establishment of the National Liberation 
Alliance, has to make every effort to extend further this front 
by drawing into it first and foremost the many millions of the 
peasantry, leading up to the formation of units of a people’s 
revolutionary army, completely devoted to the revolution, 
and to the establishment of the rule of the National Libera¬ 
tion Alliance. 

In India the Communists have to support, extend and 
participate in anti-imperialist mass activities, not excluding 
those which are under national reformist leadership. While 
maintaining their political and organisational independence, 
they must carry on active work inside the organisations 
which take part in the Indian National Congress, facilitating 
the process of crystallisation of a national revolutionary 
wing among them, for the purpose of further developing 
the national liberation movement of the Indian peoples 
against British imperialism. 

In China, where the people’s movement has already led 
to the formation of Soviet districts over a considerable terri¬ 
tory of the country and to the organisation of a powerful 
Red Army, the predatory attack of Japanese imperialism 
and the treason of the Nanking Government have brought 
into jeopardy the national existence of the great Chinese 






people. Only the Chinese Soviets can act as a unifying 
centre in the struggle against the enslavement and partition 
of China by the imperialists, as a unifying centre which 
will rally all anti-imperialist forces for the national defence 
of the Chinese people. 

We therefore approve the initiative taken by our coura¬ 
geous brother Party of China in the creation of a most ex¬ 
tensive anti-imperialist united front against Japanese im¬ 
perialism and its Chinese agents, jointly with all those 
organised forces existing on the territory of China which are 
ready to wage a real struggle for the salvation of their 
country and their people. I am sure that I express the 
sentiments and thoughts of our entire Congress if I state 
that we send our warmest fraternal greetings, in the name 
of the revolutionary proletariat of the whole world, to all 
the Soviets of China, to the Chinese revolutionary people. 
We send our ardent fraternal greetings to the heroic Red 
Army of China, tried in a thousand battles. And we assure 
the Chinese people of our firm resolve to support its struggle 
for its complete liberation from all imperialist robbers and 
their Chinese henchmen. 

The Government of the United Front. 

Comrades, we have taken a bold and determined course 
towards the united front of the working class, and are ready 
to carry it out with full consistency. 

If we Communists are asked whether we advocate the 
united front only in the struggle for partial demands, or 
whether we are prepared to share the responsibility even when 
it will be a question of forming a government on the basis of 
the united front, then we say with a full sense of our responsi¬ 
bility : Yes, we recognise that a situation may arise in which 
the formation of a government of the proletarian united front, 
or of the anti-fascist people’s front, will become not only pos¬ 
sible but necessary in the interests of the proletariat. And in 
that case we shall declare for the formation of such a govern¬ 
ment without the slightest hesitation. 

I am not speaking of a government which may be formed 
after the victory of the proletarian revolution. It is not im¬ 
possible, of course, that in some.country, immediately after 
the revolutionary overthrow of the bourgeoisie, there may be 
formed a Soviet government on the basis of a government 
bloc of the Communist Party with a definite party (or its 
Left wing) participating in the revolution. After the October 
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Revolution the victorious Party of the Russian Bolsheviks, 
as we know, included representatives of the Left Socialist- 
Revolutionaries in the Soviet government. This was a speci¬ 
fic feature of the first Soviet government after the victory of 
the October Revolution. 

I am not speaking of such a case, but of the possible for¬ 
mation of a united front government on the eve of and before 
the victory of the Soviet revolution. 

What kind of government is this? And in what situation 
could there be any question of such a government? 

It is primarily a government of struggle against fascism 
and reaction. It must be a government arising as the result 
of the united front movement and in no way restricting the 
activity of the Communist Party and the mass organisations 
of the working class, but on the contrary taking determined 
measures against the counter-revolutionary financial magnates 
and their fascist agents. 

At a suitable moment, relying on the growing united front 
movement, the Communist Party of a given country will de¬ 
clare for the formation of such a government on the basis of 
a definite anti-fascist platform. 

Under what objective conditions will it be possible to form 
such a government? In the most general terms, our reply 
to this question will be as follows: Under conditions of 
political crisis, when the ruling classes are no longer in a con¬ 
dition to cope with the mighty upsurge of the mass anti¬ 
fascist movement. But this is only a general perspective, 
without which it is scarcely possible in practice to form a 
united front government. Only the existence of definite and 
specific prerequisites can put on the order of the day the ques¬ 
tion of forming such a government as a politically necessary 
task. It seems to me that the following prerequisites deserve 
the greatest attention in this connection. 

First, the state apparatus of the bourgeoisie must already 
be sufficiently disorganised and paralysed, so that the bour¬ 
geoisie cannot prevent the formation of a government of 
struggle against reaction and fascism ; 

Second, the broadest masses of toilers, particularly the 
mass trade unions, must be in a violent state of revolt against 
fascism and reaction, but are not yet ready to rise in insurrec¬ 
tion, to fight under Communist Party leadership for the 
achievement of Soviet power; 

Third, the differentiation and Leftward movement in the 
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ranks of Social-Democracy and other parties participating in 
the united front must already have reached the point where a 
considerable proportion of them demand ruthless measures 
against the fascists and the other reactionaries, struggle to¬ 
gether with the Communists against fascism, and openly come 
out against that reactionary section of their own party which 
is hostile to Communism. 

When and in what countries a situation will actually arise 
in which these prerequisites will be present in a sufficient 
degree, it is impossible to state in advance. But inasmuch as 
such a possibility is not precluded in any of the capitalist coun¬ 
tries we must reckon with it, and not only orientate and pre¬ 
pare ourselves but orientate also the working class 
accordingly. 

The fact that we are bringing up this question for discus¬ 
sion at all to-day is, of course, connected with our evaluation 
of the situation and the immediate prospects, also with the 
actual growth of the united front movement in a number of 
countries during the recent past. For more than ten years 
the situation in the capitalist countries has been such that it 
was not necessary for the Communist International to discuss 
a question of this kind. 

You remember, comrades, that at our Fourth Congress, 
in 1922, and again at the Fifth Congress, in 1924, the question 
of the slogan of a workers or a workers ’ and peasants’ 
government, was under discussion. Originally the issue 
turned essentially upon a question which was almost 
analogous to the one we are discussing to-day. The debates 
that took place at that time in the Communist International 
concerning this question, and in particular the political errors 
which were committed in connection with it, have to this day 
retained their importance for sharpening our vigilance against 
the danger of deviations to the Right or “ Left ” from the 
Bolshevik line on this question. Therefore I shall briefly 
point out a few of these errors, in order to draw from them the 
lessons necessary for the present policy of our Parties. 

The first series of mistakes was determined precisely by 
the circumstance that the question of a workers’ government 
was not clearly and firmly interlinked with the existence of a 
political crisis. Owing to this the Right opportunists were 
able to interpret matters as though we should strive for the 
formation of a workers’ government, supported by the Com¬ 
munist Party, in any, so to speak, “ normal ” situation. The 
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ultra-Lefts, on the other hand, recognised only such a workers’ 
government as could be formed exclusively by armed insur¬ 
rection, after the overthrow of the bourgeoisie. Both views 
were wrong. In order to avoid a repetition of such mistakes, 
we now lay such great stress on the exact consideration of the 
specific, concrete circumstances of the political crisis and the 
upsurge of the mass movement, in which the formation of a 
united front government may prove possible and politically 
necessary. 

The second series of errors were determined by the circum¬ 
stance that the question of a workers’ government was not 
interlinked with the development of the militant mass united 
front movement of the proletariat. Thus the Right oppor¬ 
tunists were enabled to distort the question, reducing it to the 
unprincipled tactics of forming blocs with Social-Democratic 
Parties on the basis of purely parliamentary arrangements. 
The ultra-Lefts, on the other hand, shouted : “ No coalitions 
with the counter-revolutionary Social-Democrats !” regarding 
all Social-Democrats as counter-revolutionaries at bottom. 

Both were wrong, and we now emphasise, on the one hand, 
that we are not in the least anxious for such a “ workers’ 
government ” as would be nothing more or less than an en¬ 
larged Social-Democratic government. We even prefer to 
waive calling it a “ workers’ government,” and speak of a 
united front government which in political character is some¬ 
thing absolutely different, different in principle, from all the 
Social-Democratic governments which usually call themselves 
“ workers’ (or Labour) governments.” While the Social- 
Democratic government is an instrument of class collabora¬ 
tion with the bourgeoisie in the interest of the preservation of 
capitalist order, a united front government is an instrument of 
collaboration between the revolutionary vanguard of the pro¬ 
letariat and other anti-fascist parties, in the interest of the en¬ 
tire toiling population, a government of struggle against 
fascism and reaction. Obviously there is a radical difference 
between these two things. 

On the other hand, we emphasise the necessity of seeing 
the difference between the two different camps of Social- 
Democracy. As I have already pointed out, there is a reac¬ 
tionary camp of Social-Democracy, but alongside of it there 
exists and is growing the camp of the Left Social-Democrats 
(without quotation marks), of workers who are becoming revo¬ 
lutionary. The decisive difference between them in practice 
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consists in their attitude to the united front of the working 
class. The reactionary Social-Democrats are against the 
united front, they slander the united front movement, they 
sabotage and disintegrate it, as it undermines their policy of 
compromise with the bourgeoisie. The Left Social-Demo¬ 
crats are for the united front; they defend, develop and 
strengthen the united front movement. Inasmuch as this 
united front movement is a militant movement against 
fascism and reaction, it will be a constant motive force, im¬ 
pelling the united front government to struggle against the 
reactionary bourgeoisie. The more powerfully this mass 
movement develops, the greater the force which it can offer 
to the government to combat the reactionaries. And the 
better this mass movement will be organised from below, 
the wider the network of non-Party class organs of the united 
front in the factories, among the unemployed, among the 
workers’ districts, among the small people of town and coun¬ 
try, the greater will be the guarantee against a possible de¬ 
generation of the policy of the united front government. 

The third series of mistaken views which came to light 
during our former debates touched precisely on the prac¬ 
tical policy of the “ workers’ government.” The Right 
opportunists considered that a “ workers’ government ” 
ought to keep “ within the framework of bourgeois demo¬ 
cracy,” and consequently ought not to take any steps going 
beyond this framework. The ultra-Lefts, on the other 
hand, actually refused to make any attempt to form a united 
front government. 

In 1923 Saxony and Thuringia presented a clear picture 
of a Right opportunist “ workers’ government ” in action. 
The entry of the Communists into the Saxony government 
jointly with the Left Social-Democrats (Zeigner group) was 
no mistake in itself; on the contrary, the revolutionary situa¬ 
tion in Germany fully justified this step. But when parti¬ 
cipating in the government, the Communists should have 
used their positions primarily for the purpose of arming the 
proletariat. This they did not do. They did not even 
requisition a single apartment of the rich, although the hous¬ 
ing shortage among the workers was so great that many of 
them were still without a roof over their heads, together with 
their wives and children. They also did nothing to organise 
the revolutionary mass movement of the workers. They 
behaved generally like ordinary parliamentary ministers 
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“ within the framework of bourgeois democracy.” As you 
know this was the result of the opportunist policy of Brandler 
and his adherents. The result was such bankruptcy that we 
are still compelled to refer to the government of Saxony as 
the classical example of how revolutionaries should not 
behave when in office. 

Comrades, we demand of every united front government 
an entirely different policy. We demand that such a govern¬ 
ment carry out definite and fundamental revolutionary 
demands required by the situation. For instance, control of 
production, control of the banks, disbanding of the police, 
its replacement by an armed workers’ militia, etc. 

Fifteen years ago Lenin called upon us to focus all our 
attention on “ searching out forms of transition or approach 
to the proletarian revolution.” It may be that in a number 
of countries the united front government will prove to be one 
of the most important transitional forms. The “ Left ” 
doctrinaires always evaded this precept of Lenin’s. Like the 
limited propagandists that they were, they spoke only of 
“ aims,” without ever worrying about “ forms of transition.” 
The Right opportunists, on the other hand, tried to establish 
a special " democratic intermediate stage ” lying between the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, for the purpose of instilling into the workers the 
illusion of a peaceful parliamentary procession from the one 
dictatorship to the other. This fictitious “ intermediate 
stage ” they also called the “ transitional form,” and even 
quoted Lenin on the subject! But this piece of swindling 
was mot difficult to expose; for Lenin spoke of the form of 
transition and approach to the “ proletarian revolution,” i.e., 
to the overthrow of the bourgeois dictatorship, and not of 
some transitional form between the bourgeois and the prole¬ 
tarian dictatorship. 

Why did Lenin attribute such exceptionally great impor¬ 
tance to the form of transition to the proletarian revolution ? 
Because he bore in mind “ the fundamental law of all great 
revolutions,” the law that for the masses propaganda and 
agitation alone cannot take the place of their own political 
experience, when it is a question of attracting really broad 
masses of the toilers to the side of the revolutionary vanguard, 
without which a victorious struggle for power is impossible. 
It is a common mistake of a Leftist character to imagine that 
as soon as a political (or revolutionary) crisis arises, it is 
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enough for the Communist leaders to throw out the slogan 
of revolutionary insurrection, and the broad masses will 
follow them No, even in such a crisis the masses are far 
from alw a ys being ready to do so. We saw this in the case 
ot Spam. To help the millions to master as rapidly as 
possible, through their own experience, what thev have to 
do, where to find a radical solution, what party is worthy of 

h' r k C K n u denCe— - theSe amon £ others are the' purposes'for 
which both transitional slogans and special “ forms of transi¬ 
tion or approach to the proletarian revolution ” are necessarv. 
Otherwise the great mass of the people, a prey to pettv-bour- 
geois democratic illusions and traditions, may waver even 

«rav w-ih‘ S f fi re !, 0,Uti r ry situation > ma y procrastinate and 
fmHpr tl n f th . e road t0 revolution and then come 

under the axe of the fascist executioners. 

That is why we indicate the possibility of forming a 
government of the anti-fascist united front in the conditions 
“ a p , 01 t " C ,h Cr l SIS ' , In so far as such a government will really 
V k 7 ? e u lgainSt the enemies of the P e °P> e . and 

Panv we rnm d t0 - ! 6 , w ° rkin £ dass and the Communist 
Party, we Communists shall accord it our unstinted support 

and as soldiers of the revolution shall take our place in the 
first line of fire. But we state frankly to the masses : 

final salvation this government cannot bring. It is not 

foAhif re°" t0 ° verthr ° w class rule of the exploiters, and 
or this reason cannot finally eliminate the danger of fascist 
counter-revolution. Consequently it is necessary to prepare 
for the socialist revolution ! Soviet power and'only Soviet 
power can bring such salvation 1 y 

.• In estlmatln & the P rasent development of the world situa- 
n °V , see tha ! a political crisis is maturing in quite a 
umber of countries. This determines the great urgency and 

ofTullmd ? f 3 firm decision b y our Congress on the question 
ot a united front government. 1 

,hp T L 0Ur . Pa - tieS r ar f abIe t0 utilise in a Bolshevik fashion 
the opportunity of forming a united front government of 
waging the struggle for its formation and the existence in 
power of such a government for the revolutionary training 

o JirtZZV h,S he J hebcSl P° litical justification of ouf 
p cy of the formation of united front governments. 

The Ideological Struggle Against Fascism. 

One of the weakest aspects of the anti-fascist struggle 
of our Parties lies in the fact that they react inadequately 
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and too slowly to the demagogy oj fascism, and to this day 
continue to look with disdain upon the problems of the 
struggle against fascist ideology. Many comrades did not 
believe that so reactionary a variety of bourgeois ideology 
as the ideology of fascism, which in its stupidity frequently 
reaches the point of lunacy, was capable of gaining a mass 
influence at all. This was a great mistake. The putrefaction 
of capitalism penetrates to the innermost core of its ideology 
and culture, while the desperate situation of the broad masses 
of the people renders certain sections of them susceptible to 
infection from the ideological refuse of this putrefaction. 

We must under no circumstances underrate this fascist 
capacity for ideological infection. On the contrary, we must 
develop for our part an extensive ideological struggle on the 
basis of clear, popular argument and a correct, well thought- 
out approach to the peculiarities of the national psychology 
of the masses of the people. 

The fascists are rummaging through the entire history of 
every nation so as to be able to pose as the heirs and con¬ 
tinuers of all that was exalted and heroic in its past, while all 
that was degrading or offensive to the national sentiments of 
the people they make use of as weapons against the enemies 
of fascism. Hundreds of books are being published in Ger¬ 
many which pursue only one aim—to falsify the history of 
the German people and give it a fascist complexion. 

The new-baked National-Socialist historians try to depict 
the history of Germany as if for the last two thousand years, 
by virtue of some “ historical law,” a certain line of develop¬ 
ment had run through it like a red thread which led to the 
appearance on the historical scene of a national “ saviour,” 
a “ Messiah,” of the German people, a certain “ corporal ” 
of Austrian extraction ! In these books the greatest figures 
of the German people in the past are represented as having 
been fascists, while the great peasant movements are set down 
as the direct precursors of the fascist movement. 

Mussolini makes every effort to capitalise the heroic figure 
of Garibaldi. The French fascists bring to the fore as their 
heroine Joan of Arc. The American fascists appeal to the 
traditions of the American War of Independence, the tradi¬ 
tions of Washington and Lincoln. The Bulgarian fascists 
make use of the national liberation movement of the seven¬ 
ties and its heroes beloved of the people, Vassil Levsky, 
Stephan Karaj, and others. 
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Communists who suppose that all this has nothing to do 
with the cause of the working class, who do nothing to en¬ 
lighten the masses on the past of their own people, in a 
historically correct fashion, in a genuinely Marxist, a Lenin- 
ist-Marxist, a Leninist-Stalinist spirit, who do nothing to 
link up their present struggle with its revolutionary traditions 
and £as£^voluntarily relinquish to the fascist falsifiers all 
that is valuable in the historical past of the nation, in order 
that the fascists may bamboozle the masses. 

No, comrades, we are concerned with every important 
question, not only of the present and the future, but also of 
the past of our own peoples. For we Communists do not 
pursue a narrow policy based on the craft interests of the 
workers. We are not of those narrow-minded functionaries 
of the trade unions or leaders of the medieval guild handi¬ 
craftsmen and journeymen. We are the representatives of 
the class interests of the most important, the greatest class 
of modern society—the working class, to whose destiny it falls 
to free mankind from the sufferings of the capitalist system, 
the class which on one-sixth of the world has already cast 
off the yoke of capitalism and constitutes the ruling class. 
We defend the vital interests of all the exploited toiling strata, 
i.e., of the overwhelming majority of the people in any 
capitalist country. 

We Communists are the irreconcilable opponents, on 
principle, of bourgeois nationalism of every variety. But we 
are not supporters of national nihilism, and should never act 
as such. The task of educating the workers and all toilers 
in the spirit of proletarian internationalism is one of the funda¬ 
mental tasks of every Communist Party. But whoever thinks 
that this permits him, or even compels him, to sneer at all 
the national sentiments of the broad toiling masses is far 
from genuine Bolshevism, and has understood nothing of 
the teaching of Lenin and Stalin on the national question. 

Lenin, who always fought bourgeois nationalism reso¬ 
lutely and consistently, gave us an example of the correct 
approach to the problem of national sentiments, in his article 
“ On the National Pride of the Great-Russians,” written in 
1914. I shall quote a passage : 

“ Are we enlightened Great-Russian proletarians impervious to 
the feeling of national pride? Certainly not! We love our 
language and our motherland; we, more than any other group, 
are working to raise its labouring masses (i.e., nine-tenths of its 
population) to the level of intelligent democrats and Socialists. 
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We, more than anybody, are grieved to see and feel to what 
violence, oppression and mockery our beautiful motherland is 
being subjected by the tsarist hangmen, the nobles and the capital¬ 
ists. We are proud of the fact that those acts of violence met 
with resistance in our midst, in the midst of the Great-Russians; 
that we have given the world Radishchev, the Decembrists, the 
declassed revolutionaries of the seventies; that in 1905 the Great- 
Russian working class created a powerful revolutionary party of 
the masses .... We are filled with national pride because of 
the knowledge that the Great-Russian nation, too, has created a 
revolutionary class; that it, too, has proven capable of giving 
humanity great examples of struggle for freedom and for 
Socialism; that its contribution is not confined solely to great 
pogroms, numerous scaffolds, torture chambers, great famines, 
and great servility before the priests, the tsars, the landowners 
and the capitalists. 

“ We are filled with national pride, and therefore Xve 
particidarly hate our slavish past . . . and our slavish present, 
in which the same landowners, aided by the capitalists, lead us 
into war to stifle Poland and the Ukraine, to throttle the demo¬ 
cratic movement in Persia and in China, to strengthen the gang 
of Romanovs, Bobrinskys, Purishkeviches that covers with shame 
our Great-Russian national dignity.”* 

This is what Lenin wrote on national pride. 

I think, comrades, that when the fascists, at the Leipzig 
trial, attempted to slander the Bulgarians as a barbarian 
people, I was not wrong in taking up the defence of the 
national honour of the toiling masses of the Bulgarian people, 
who are struggling heroically against the fascist usurpers, 
the real barbarians and savages, nor was I wrong in declaring 
that I had no cause to be ashamed of being a Bulgarian but 
that, on the contrary, I was proud of being a son of the 
heroic Bulgarian working class. 

Comrades, proletarian internationalism must, so to speak, 
“ acclimatise itself ” in each country in order to sink deep 
roots in its native land. National forms of the proletarian 
class struggle and of the labour movement in the individual 
countries are in no contradiction to proletarian international¬ 
ism; on the contrary, it is precisely in these forms that the 
international interests of the proletariat can be successfully 
defended. 

It goes without saying that it is necessary everywhere and 
on all occasions to expose before the masses and prove to 
them concretely that on the pretext of defending general 

* Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. XVIII, pp. 100-01. 
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national interests, the fascist bourgeoisie is conducting its 
egotistical policy of oppressing and exploiting its own people, 
as well as robbing and enslaving other nations. But we must 
not confine ourselves to this. We must at the same time 
prove by. the very struggle of the working class and the 
actions of the Communist Parties that the proletariat in 
rising against every manner of bondage and national oppres¬ 
sion is the only t rue fighter for national freedom and the 
independence of the people. 

The interests of the class struggle of the proletariat against 
its native exploiters and oppressors are in no contradiction 
whatever to the interests of a free and happy future of the 
nation. On the contrary, the Socialist revolution will signify 
the saving of the nation and will open up to it the road to 
loftier heights. By the very fact of building at the present 
time its class organisations and consolidating its positions, by 
the very fact of defending the democratic rights and l'berties 
against fascism, by the very fact of fighting for the overthrow 
of capitalism, the working class is fighting for the future of 
the nation. 

The revolutionary proletariat is fighting to save the culture 
of the people, to liberate it from the shackles of decaying 
monopoly capitalism, from barbarous fascism which is 
violating it. Only the proletarian revolution can avert the 
destruction of culture, and raise it to the highest stage of 
flowering as a truly national culture— national in form and 
socialist in content —which, under Stalin's leadership, is 
being realised in the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
before our very eyes. 

Proletarian internationalism not only does not contradict 
this struggle of the toilers of the individual countries for 
national, social and cultural freedom, but, thanks to inter¬ 
national proletarian solidarity and fighting unity, provides 
the support which is necessary for victory in this struggle. 
The working class in the capitalist countries can triumph only 
in closest alliance with the victorious proletariat of the great 
Soviet Union. Only by struggling hand in hand with the 
proletariat of the imperialist countries can the colonial peoples 
and oppressed national minorities achieve their freedom. The 
road to victory for the proletarian revolution in the imperialist 
countries lies only through the revolutionary alliance of the 
working class of the imperialist countries with the national 
liberation movement in the colonies and dependent countries, 
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because, as Marx taught us, “ no nation can itself be free if 
it oppresses other nations.” 

Communists belonging to an oppressed, dependent nation 
cannot combat chauvinism successfully among the people of 
their own nation if they do not at the same time show in 
practice, in the mass movement, that they actually struggle 
for the liberation of their nation from the alien yoke. And 
ao-ain, on the other hand, the Communists of an oppressing 
nation cannot do what is necessary to educate the toding 
masses of their nation in the spirit of internationalism without 
waging a resolute struggle against the oppressor policy ot 
their “ own ” bourgeoisie and for the right to complete se'f- 
determination of the nations kept in bondage by it. If they 
do not do this, they likewise do not make it easier for the 
toilers of the oppressed nation to overcome their nationalist 
prejudices. 

If we act in this spirit, if in all our mass work we prove 
convincingly that we are free of both national nihilism and 
bourgeois nationalism, then and only then shall we be able to 
wage a really successful struggle against the chauvinist 
demagogy of the fascists. . 

This is the reason why a correct and practical application 
of the Leninist-Stalinist national policy is of such paramount 
importance. It is unquestionably an essential preliminary 
condition for a successful struggle against chauvinism—this 
main instrument of ideological influence of the fascists upon 
the masses. 
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the working class 


Ilf. CONSOLIDATION OF THF COMmttmtgt* 

parties and struggle for the political 

UNITY OF THE PROLETARIAT 

,,n;S m f™ d ?V n the Strugg:le for the establishment of the 
united front the importance of the leading role of the Com 

Party i S P at r hr J" crea se s extraordinarily. Only the Communist 
Party is at bottom the initiator, the organiser and the driving 
force of the united front of the working class. g 

hrA he . C ° mmUn,S f *? arties can ensure the mobilisation of the 
broadest masses of the toilers for a united struggle against 
fascism and the offensive of capital only if they^trengthen 

fve oursuTa* M every ^. ec }’ if the y develop their initia- 
fl ’m f ® Marxist-Lemmst policy and apply correct 

an" ahgnmem^f dasslo^es? aCC ° Unt Concrete si “”“ion 

Consolidation of the Communist Parties 
In the period between the Sixth and Seventh Congresses 
. ‘ rties in . t le ca P'talist countries have undoubtedly grown 
m stature and have, been considerably steeled. But it would 
be a most dangerous mistake to rest on this achievement 
The more the united front of the working class extends the 
more will new, complex problems rise before us and’ the 
more will it be necessary for us to work on the political and 
organ^ational con^hdation of our Parties. The united front 
° ' k P ro etanat brings to the fore an army of workers which 
w.h be able to carry out its mission if this army is headld by 
a eading force which will point out its aims and paths This 
leadmg force can only be a strong proletarian, LolutiZary 

, * f we Communists exert every effort to establish a united 
ont, we do this not for the narrow purpose of recruiting new 
members for the Communist Parties. P But we must st r en|then 

bershfo 7 0 U r n 'tL PartleS £Very and increase their mem¬ 
bership for the very reason that we seriously want to 

rengthen the united front. The strengthening of the Com¬ 
munist Parties is not a narrow Party concern, but the concern 
of the entire working class. concern 

„J k f:r ly - revoIuti °*f r y coherence and fighting prepared- 
tZ ft f Communist Parlies constitute most valuable capital 
which belongs not only to us but to the entire working class 
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We have combined and shall continue to combine our readi¬ 
ness to march jointly with the Social-Democratic Parties and 
organisations to the struggle against fascism with an irrecon¬ 
cilable struggle against Social-Democracy as the ideology 
and practice of compromise with the bourgeoisie, and conse¬ 
quently also against any penetration of this ideology into our 
own ranks. 

In boldly and resolutely carrying out the policy of the 
united front, we meet in our own ranks with obstacles which 
we must remove at all costs in the shortest possible time. 

After the Sixth Congress of the Comintern, a successful 
struggle was waged in all Communist Parties of the capitalist 
countries against any tendency towards an opportunist adap¬ 
tation to the conditions of capitalist stabilisation and against 
any infection with reformist and legalist illusions. Our 
Parties purged their ranks of various kinds of Right oppor¬ 
tunists, thus strengthening their Bolshevik unity and fightincr 
capacity. Less successful and frequently entirely lacking was 
the fight against sectarianism. Sectarianism manifested itself 
no longer in primitive, open forms, as in the first years of 
the existence of the Communist International, but, under 
cover of a formal recognition of the Bolshevik theses, hin¬ 
dered the development of a Bolshevik mass policy. In our 
da} this is often no longer an “ infantile disorder,” as Lenin 
wrote, but a deeply rooted vice, which must be shaken off or 
it will be impossible to solve the problem of establishing the 
united front of the proletariat and of leading the masses from 
the positions of reformism to the side of the revolution. 

In the present situation sectarianism, self-satisfied sec¬ 
tarianism, as we designate it in the draft resolution, more 
than anything else impedes our struggle for the realisation 
of the united front. Sectarianism, satisfied with its doctrin¬ 
aire narrowness, its divorcement from the real life of the 
masses; satisfied with its simplified methods of solving the 
most complex problems of the working class movement on the 
basis of stereotyped schemes; sectarianism which professes 
to know all and considers it needless to learn from the masses, 
from the lessons of the labour movement. In short, sec¬ 
tarianism, to which, as they say, mountains are mere steppiner- 
stones. s 

Self-satisfied sectarianism will not and cannot understand 
that the leadership of the working class by the Communist 
Party cannot be attained by a process of spontaneous develop- 
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ment. The leading role of the Communist Party in the 
struggles of the working class must be won. For this pur¬ 
pose it is necessary, not to rant about the leading role of the 
Communists, but to merit and win the confidence of the 
working masses by everyday mass work and correct policy. 
This will only be possible if we Communists in our political 
work seriously take into account the actual level of the class 
consciousness of the masses, the degree to which they have 
become revolutionised, if we soberly appraise the concrete 
situation, not on the basis of our wishes but on the basis 
of the actual state of affairs. Patiently, step by step, we must 
make it easier for the broad masses to come over to the posi¬ 
tions of Communism. We ought never to forget these warn¬ 
ing words of Lenin, so forcefully expressed : 

“ This is the whole point—we must not regard that which is 
obsolete for us as being obsolete for the class, as being obsolete 
for the masses/ 1 * 

Is it not a fact, comrades, that there are still not a few 
such doctrinaire elements left in our ranks who at all times 
and places sense nothing but danger in the policy of the 
united front? For such comrades the whole united front is 
one unrelieved peril. But this sectarian “ stickling for 
principle ” is nothing but political helplessness in face of 
the difficulties of directly leading the struggle of the masses. 

Sectarianism finds expression particularly in overestimat¬ 
ing the revolutionisation of the masses, in overestimating the 
speed at which they are abandoning the positions of reform¬ 
ism, in attempts to leap over difficult stages and over compli¬ 
cated tasks of the movement. Methods of leading the masses 
have in practice been frequently replaced by the methods of 
leading a narrow party group. The power of traditional 
contacts between the masses and their organisations and 
leaders has been underestimated, and when the masses did 
not break off these contacts immediately, the attitude taken 
towards them was just as harsh as that adopted towards their 
reactionary leaders. Tactics and slogans have tended to 
become stereotyped for all countries, and the specific features 
of the specific conditions in each individual country have been 
left out of account. The necessity of stubborn struggle in 
the very midst of the masses themselves to win their confi¬ 
dence has tended to be ignored, the struggle for the partial 
demands of the workers and work in the reformist tra de 

* Lenin, " Left-Wing 11 Communism, an Infantile Disorder, 

p. 55. 
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unions and fascists mass organisations has been neglected. 
The policy of the united front has frequently been replaced 
by bare appeals and abstract propaganda. 

In no less a degree have sectarian views hindered the 
correct selection of people, the training and developing of 
cadres connected with the masses, enjoying the confidence of 
the masses, cadres whose revolutionary mettle has been tried 
and tested in class battles, cadres that are capable of com¬ 
bining the practical experience of mass work with the staunch¬ 
ness of principle of a Bolshevik. 

Thus sectarianism has to a considerable extent retarded 
the growth of the Communist Parties, has impeded the prose¬ 
cution of a real mass policy, prevented our taking advantage 
of the difficulties of the class enemy to strengthen the posi¬ 
tions of the revolutionary movement, hindered the winning 
over of the broad proletarian masses to the side of the Com¬ 
munist Parties. 

While fighting most resolutely to overcome and extermi¬ 
nate the last remnants of self-satisfied sectarianism, we must 
increase to a maximum our vigilance in regard to and the 
struggle against Right opportunism and against every one 
of its concrete manifestations, bearing in mind that the danger 
of Right opportunism will increase in proportion as the wide 
united front develops more and more. Already there are 
tendencies to reduce the role of the Communist Party in the 
ranks of the united front and to effect a reconciliation with 
Social-Democratic ideology. Nor must the fact be lost sight 
of that the tactics of the united front are a method of convinc¬ 
ing the Social-Democratic workers by object lesson of the 
correctness of the Communist policy and the incorrectness of 
the reformist policy, and that they are not a reconciliation with 
Social-Democratic ideology and practice. A successful 
struggle for the establishment of the united front imperatively 
demands constant struggle in our ranks against tendencies to 
deprecate the role of the Party, against legalist illusions, 
against reliance on spontaneity and automatism, both in the 
liquidation of fascism and in conducting the united front 
against the slightest vacillation at the moment of determined 
action. 

“ It is necessary,” Stalin teaches us, “ that the Party be able 
to combine in its work the greatest adhesion to principle (not to be 
confused with sectarianism !) with a maximum of contacts and con¬ 
nections with the masses (not to be confused with ‘ tailism !*'. 
without which it is not only impossible for the Party to teach the 
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masses but also to learn from them, not only to lead the masses 
and raise them to the level of the Party, but to listen to the voice 
of the masses and divine their sorest needs.” (Stalin “ The 
Perspective of the Communist Party of Germany and Bolshevisa- 
tion,” Pravdci, No. 27, February 3, 1925.) 

Political Unity of the. Working Class. 

Comrades, the development of the united front of joint 
struggle of the Communist and Social-Democratic workers 
against fascism and the offensive of capital likewise brings 
to the fore the question of political unity, of a single political 
mass party of the working class. The Social-Democratic 
workers are becoming more and more convinced by ex¬ 
perience that the struggle against the class enemy demands 
unity of political leadership, inasmuch as duality in leader¬ 
ship. impedes the further development and reinforcement of 
the joint struggle of the working class. 

1 he interests of the class struggle of the proletariat and 
the success of the proletarian revolution make it impera¬ 
tive that there be a single party of the proletariat in each 
country. Of course, it is not so easy or simple to achieve 
this. This requires stubborn work and struggle, and will of 
necessity be a more or less protracted process. The Com¬ 
munist Parties must, in reliance upon the growing urge 
of the workers for a unification of the Social-Democratic 
Parties or of individual organisations with Communist 
Parties, firmly and confidently take the initiative in this 
unification. The cause of amalgamating the forces of the 
working class in a single revolutionary proletarian party, 
at the time when the international labour movement is enter¬ 
ing the period of closing the split in its ranks, is our cause, 
is the cause of the Communist International. 

But while it is sufficient for the establishment of the 
united front of the Communist and Social-Democratic Parties 
to have an agreement to struggle against fascism, the offen¬ 
sive of capital and war, the achievement of political unitv 
is possible only on the basis of a number of definite con¬ 
ditions involving principles. 

This unification is possible only : 

First, on condition of th'eir complete independence of 
the bourgeoisie and the complete rupture of the bloc of 
Social-Democracy with the bourgeoisie ; 

Second, on condition that unity of action be first brought 
about; 13 
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Third, on condition that the necessity of the revolution¬ 
ary overthrow of the rule of the bourgeoisie and the estab¬ 
lishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the form of 
Soviets be recognised; 

Fourth, on condition that support of one’s own bour¬ 
geoisie in imperialist war be rejected ; 

Fifth, on condition that the Party be constructed on the 
basis of democratic centralism, which ensures unity of will 
and action, and has been tested by the experience of the 
Russian Bolsheviks. 

We must explain to the Social-Democratic workers, 
patiently and in comradely fashion, why political unity of 
the working class in impossible without these conditions. 
We must discuss together with them the sense and signifi¬ 
cance of these conditions. 

Why is it necessary for the realisation of the political 
unity of the proletariat that there be complete independence- 
of the bourgeoisie and a rupture of the bloc of Social- 
Democrats with the bourgeoisie? 

Because the entire experience of the labour movement, 
particularly the experience of the fifteen years of coalition 
policy in Germany, has shown that the policy of class col¬ 
laboration, the policy of dependence on the bourgeoisie, leads 
to the defeat of the working class and to the victory of fascism. 
And only the road of irreconcilable class struggle against 
the bourgeoisie, the road of the Bolsheviks, is the true road 
to victory. 

Why must unity of action be first established as a pre¬ 
liminary condition of political unity? 

Because unity of action to repel the offensive of capital 
and of fascism is possible and necessary even before the 
majority of the workers are united on a common political 
platform for the overthrow of capitalism, while the working 
out of unity of views on the main lines and aims of the 
smuggle °f proletariat, without which a unification of 
the parties is impossible, requires a more or less extended 
period of time. And unity of views is worked out best of 
all in joint struggle against the class enemy even to-day. 
To propose to unite at once instead of forming a united front 
means to place the cart before the horse and to imagine that 
the cart will then move ahead. (Laughter.) Preciselv for 
the reason that for us the question of political unitv is not 
a manoeuvre, as it is for many Social-Democratic leaders. 
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we insist on the realisation of unity of action as one of the 

most important stages in the struggle for political unity. 

Why is it necessary to recognise the revolutionary over¬ 
throw of the bourgeoisie and the establishment of the dic¬ 
tatorship of the proletariat in the form of Soviet power? 

Because the experience of the victory of the great Octo¬ 
ber Revolution on the one hand, and, on the other, the bitter 
lessons learned in Germany, Austria and Spain during the 
entire post-war period have confirmed once more that the 
victory of the proletariat is possible only by means of the 
revolutionary overthrow of the bourgeoisie, and that the 
bourgeoisie would rather drown the labour movement in a 
sea of blood than allow the proletariat to establish Socialism 
by peaceful means. The experience of the October Revolu¬ 
tion has demonstrated patently that the basic content of the 
proletarian revolution is the question of the proletarian dic¬ 
tatorship, which is called to crush the resistance of the over¬ 
thrown exploiters, to arm the revolution for struggle against 
imperialism and to lead the revolution to the complete vic¬ 
tory of Socialism. In order to achieve the dictatorship of 
the proletariat as the dictatorship of the vast majority over 
an insignificant minority, over the exploiters—and only as 
such can it be brought about—for this are needed Soviets 
embracing all strata of the working class, the basic masses 
of the peasantry and the rest of the toilers, without the 
awakening of whom, without the inclusion of whom in the 
front of the revolutionary struggle, the victory of the pro¬ 
letariat cannot be consolidated. 

Why is the refusal of support to the bourgeoisie in an 
imperialist war a condition of political unity? 

Because the bourgeoisie wages imperialist war for its pre¬ 
datory purposes, against the interests of the vast majority 
of the peoples, under whatever guise this war may be waged. 
Because all imperialists combine their feverish preparations 
for war with extremely intensified exploitation and oppres¬ 
sion of the toilers in their own country. Support of the bour¬ 
geoisie in such a war means treason to the country and the 
international working class. 

Why, finally, is the building of the Party on the basis of 
democratic centralism a condition of unity? 

Because only a party built on the basis of democratic 
centralism can ensure unity of will and action, can lead the 
proletariat to victory over the bourgeoisie, which has at its 
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disposal so powerful a weapon as the centralised State ap¬ 
paratus. The application of the principle of democratic 
centralism has stood the splendid historical test of the ex¬ 
perience of the Russian Bolshevik Party, the Party of Lenin 
and Stalin. 

\ es, comrades, we are for a single mass political partv of 
the working class. But this party must be, in the words of 
Comrade Stalin, 

“ a militant party, a revolutionary party, bold enough to lead the 
proletarians to the struggle for power, with sufficient experience 
to be able to orientate itself in the complicated problems that arise 
in a revolutionary situation, and sufficiently flexible to steer clear 
of any submerged rocks on the way to its goal.”* 

This explains why it is necessary to strive for political 
unity on the basis of the conditions indicated. 

We are for the political unity of the working class! 
Therefore we are ready to collaborate most closely with all 
Social-Democrats who are for the united front and sincerely 
support unification on the principles indicated. But pre¬ 
cisely because we are for unity, we shall struggle resolutely 
against all “ Left ” demagogues who will try to make use 
or the disillusionment of the Social-Democratic workers to 
create new Socialist Parties or Internationals directed against 
the Communist movement, and thus keep deepening the split 
in the working class. * 

We welcome the aspiration which is gaining ground 
among Social-Democratic workers for a united front with 
the Communists. In this fact we see a growth of their re¬ 
volutionary consciousness and a beginning of the healing 
of the split in the working class. Being of the opinion that 
unity of action is a pressing necessity and the truest road 
to the establishment of the political unity of the proletariat 
as well, we declare that the Communist International and 
its Sections are ready to enter into negotiations with the 
Second International and its Sections for the establishment 
°* the . Limt y the working class in the struggle against the 
offensive of capital, against fascism and the threat of im¬ 
perialist war. 


Stalin, “ Foundations of Leninism,” Leninism, Vol. I, p. ??. 
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CONCLUSION. 

Comrades, I am concluding my report. As you see, we 
.are raising a number of questions to-day in a new light, tak¬ 
ing account of the change in the situation since the Sixth 
Congress and of the lessons of our struggle, and relying on 
the degree of consolidation in our ranks already achieved, 
primarily the question of the united front and of the ap¬ 
proach to Social-Democracy, the reformist trade unions and 
other mass organisations. 

There are wiseacres who will sense in all this a digres¬ 
sion from our basic positions, some sort of turn to the Right 
of the straight line of Bolshevism. Well, in my country, 
Bulgaria, they say that a hungry chicken always dreams 
of millet. Let those political chickens think so. 

This interests us little. For us it is important that our 
own Parties and the broad masses of the whole world should 
correctly understand what we are striving for. 

We would not be revolutionary Marxists, Leninists, 
worthy pupils of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, if we 
did not reconstruct our policies and tactics in accordance 
with the changing situation and the changes occurring in 
the labour movement. 

We would not be real revolutionaries if we did not learn 
from our own experience and the experience of the masses. 

We want our Parties in the capitalist countries to come 
out and act as real political parties of. the working class, to 
become in actual fact a political factor in the life of their 
countries, to pursue at all times an active Bolshevik mass 
policy and not confine themselves to propaganda and criti¬ 
cism, and bare appeals to struggle for proletarian dictatorship . 

We are enemies of all cut-and-dried schemes. We want 
to take into account the concrete situation at each moment, 
in each place, and not act according to a fixed, stereotyped 
form anywhere and everywherenot to forget that in varying 
circumstances the position of the Communists cannot be 
identical. 

We want soberly to take into account all stages in the 
development of the class struggle and in the growth of the 
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class consciousness of the masses themselves, to be able to 
locate and soire at each stage the concrete problems of the 
revolutionary movement corresponding to this stage. 

VVe want to find a common language with the broadest 
passes ter the purpose of struggling against the class enemy, 
t# itd ways of finally overcoming the isolation of the revolu- 
i^-cry vanguard from the masses of the proletariat and all 
dfcr toilers, as well as of overcoming the fatal isolation of 
A working class itself from its natural allies in the struggle 
sKnsl the bourgeoisie, against fascism. 

We want to draw increasingly wide masses into the re- 
Tsiitionarv class struggle and lead them to proletarian revolu- 
xx, proceeding from their vital interests and needs as the 
siting point, and their own experience as the basis. 

Following the example of our glorious Russian Boi¬ 
chuks, the example of the leading Party of the Communist 
Inrnational, the Communist Party of* the Soviet Union, 
w e*ant to combine the revolutionary heroism of the German, 
•—r Spanish, the Austrian and other Communists with 
geuine revolutionary realism, and put an end to the last 
rtmants of scholastic tinkering with serious political 
cuetions. 

\ e want to equip our Parties from every ang'le for the 
EKuion of the most complex political problems confronting 
For this purpose we want to raise ever higher their 
zevetical level, to train them in the spirit of live Marxism- 
■^nnism and not dead doctrinairism. 

V e want to eradicate from our ranks all self-satisfied sec- 
which above all blocks our road to the masses and 
the carrying out of a truly Bolshevik mass policy, 
fe want to intensify in every way the struggle against all 
fccrete manifestations of Right opportunism , realising that 
F danger from this side will increase precisely in the prac- 
be of carrying out our mass policy and struggle. 

LWe want the Communists of each country promptly to 
■w and apply all the lessons that can be drawn from their 
■1 experience as the revolutionary vanguard of the prole- 
■at. W e want them as qiiickly as possible to learn how to 
§ on the turbulent waters of the class struggle, and not to 
vain on the shore as observers and registrars of the surging 
Ives in the expectation of fine weather. 

•This is what we want! 













And we want all this because only in this way wiZ 
working class at the head of all the toilers,'welded im£ 
million-strong revolutionary army, led by the Comm% 
international and possessed of so great and -vise a pZ: 
our leader Comrade Stalin, be able to fulfil itniuSoriqU 
sion with certainty—to sweep fascism off the face of inuth 
and, together with it, capitalism! 

SIX REASONS WHY YOU SHOUI 
JOIN THE COMMUNIST PARTY 

i. BECAUSE—It is the only working-class party. It is thetnly 
rice nitCS t ^' C wor ^ ers as a class against the bosses. 

2 ' E—:It is the only party that fights AGAINST iLL 

CUTS all the time. 

3 . BECAUSE—It is the only party which leads the united fating 

ont of the workers against all the capitalist attacks, agaiit the 
National Starvation Government. 

4. BECAUSE—It is the only party that stands solid wii the 
workers and peasants of India and all other Colonies a the 
common struggle against British Imperialism. 

5 . BECAUSE It is the only party that organises the fiht in 
support of the Soviet Union, and against a new capital* war, 
by the only effective means—the overthrow of capitalism. 

6 . BECAUSE—It is the only party that fights for a revolaonary 
working-class way out of the crisis by the overthrow of the 
dictatorship of the capitalist class and the setting up of the 
dictatorship of the working-class. It fights for the eznng of 
capitalism and for a free Socialist Britain. 

Take your place in the C.P., help to build thTuim^?T>> 5 ^he| 
workers, prepare the way for the mass action of the working dassl^ 
win Soviet Power in Britain. 

Join the Communist Party! The International Parr.- of th 
working class; the Party of Lenin, Stalin and Dimitrov! 


Name . 
Address.. 



Fill in and forward to the Communist Party, 16 , King Street] 
London, W.C. 2 , or to Local Organiser. 
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